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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, October 22, 1993

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. SKELTON].

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 21, 1993.

I hereby designate the Honorable IKE SKEL-
TON to act as Speaker pro tempore on Fri-
day, October 22, 1993.

THOMAS 8. FOLEY,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

PRAYER
The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

May the beauty of the day, the maj-
esty of Your mighty acts, and the es-
teem of people united in mutual re-
spect, remind us, O gracious God, of
Your bountiful creation and the oppor-
tunities of this new day. May our lives
and deeds rise above the ordinary level
of give and take and through faithful-
ness and trust in You, may we be the
people You would have us be. This is
our earnest prayer. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day's proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from New York [Mr.
HINCHEY] please come forward and lead
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance?

Mr. HINCHEY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

1 pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
1lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Hallen, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a joint resolution of the
House of the following title:

H.J. Res. 228. Joint resolution to approve
the extension of nondiscriminatory treat-

ment with respect to the products of Roma-
nia.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title:

H.R. 3116. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1994, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a concurrent resolu-
tion of the following title, in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 48. Concurrent resolution to
correct technical errors in the enrollment of
the bill (H.R. 2403), and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the bill (H.R. 3116) ““‘An act making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1994, and for other purposes’
requests a conference with the House
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
INOUYE, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. JOHNSTON,
Mr. BYRD, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SASSER, Mr.
DeCoONCINI, Mr. BUMPERS, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. STEVENS, Mr.
D'AMATO, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. SPECTER,
Mr. DoMENICI, Mr. NICKLES, Mr.
GRAMM, Mr. BOND, and Mr. HATFIELD to
be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2750) ‘‘An act making appropriations
for the Department of Transportation
and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1994, and for
other purposes."

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendments of
the House to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17,
29, 33, 35, 36, 45, 46, 47, 53, 54, 60, 70, 73,
74, 88, 92, 93, 106, 124, 125, 127, 128, 133,
134, 140, 142, 143, 150, 158, 159, 163, 175,
176, 177, 180, 182, 185, and 186, to the
above-entitled bill.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2491) “‘An act making appropriations
for the Departments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and for sundry independent
agencies, boards, commissions, cor-
porations, and offices for the fiscal

year ending September 30, 1994, and for
other purposes.”

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendments of
the House to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 38 and 113, to the
above-entitled bill.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 22, 1993,
Hon. THOMAS 8. FOLEY,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives,
the Clerk received the following message
from the Secretary of the Senate on Thurs-
day October 21, 1993 at 9:09 p.m.:. that the
Senate passed without amendment: H.J.
Res. 281.

With great respect, I am

Sincerely yours,
DONNALD K. ANDERSON,
Clerk, House of Representatives.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to announce that pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker
signed the following enrolled joint res-
olution on Thursday, October 21, 1993:
House Joint Resolution 281, making
further continuing appropriations for
the fiscal year 1994, and for other pur-
poses.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2445,
ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
1994

Mr. BEVILL submitted the following
conference report and statement on the
bill (H.R. 2445) making appropriations
for energy and water development for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
1994, and for other purposes:

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 103-305)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2445) “making appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1994, and for other purposes,”
having met, after full and free further con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to thelr respective Houses as
follows:

O This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., (11407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO



25904

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered 1, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 16, 24, 27,
35, and 47.

That the House recede from its amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 5, 18, 19, 21, 25,
26, 34, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, and 46 and agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 6:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 6, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert $1,688,990,000; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 23:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 23, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert $13,819,000; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 28:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 28, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted,
insert the following: which 18 are for replace-
ment only), $3,223,910,000 to remain available
until erpended; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 37:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 37, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert $£3,595198,000, and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 38:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 38, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows;

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert $5,181,855,000; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 45:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 45, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert $16,560,000; and the Senate agree
to the same.

The committee of conference report in dis-
agreement amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 12,
14, 15, 17, 20, 22, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, and 39.

ToMm BEVILL,

Vic Fazio,

JIM CHAPMAN,

DouGLAS “PETE"
PETERSON,

ED PASTOR,

CARRIE MEEK,

WiLLIAM H. NATCHER,

JoHN T. MYERS,

DEAN A. GALLO,

HAROLD ROGERS,

JOSEPH M, MCDADE,

Managers on the Part of the House.

J. BENNETT JOHNSTON,
ROBERT C. BYRD,
FRITZ HOLLINGS,
JIM SASSER,
DENNIS DECONCINI,
HARRY REID,

BoB KERREY,
MARK O. HATFIELD,
THAD COCHRAN,
PETE V. DOMENICI,
Don NICKLES,
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SLADE GORTON,
MiTCH MCCONNELL,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The managers on the part of the House and
the Senate at the further conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2445) making appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1994, and for other purposes,
submit the following joint statement to the
House and the Senate in explanation of the
effects of the action agreed upon by the man-
agers and recommended in the accompany-
ing conference report.

The language and allocations set forth in
House Report 103-135 and Senate Report 103-
147 should be complied with unless specifi-
cally addressed to the contrary ip the con-
ference report and statement of the man-
agers. Report language included by the
House which is not changed by the report of
the Senate or the conference, and Senate re-
port language which is not changed by the
conference is approved by the committee of
conference. The statement of the managers,
while repeating some report language for
emphasis, does not intend to negate the lan-
guage referred to above unless expressly pro-
vided herein. In cases in which the House or
Senate have directed the submission of a re-
port, such report is to be submitted to both
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions.

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL

The summary tables at the end of this title
set forth the conference agreement with re-
spect to the individual appropriations, pro-
grams and activities of the Corps of Engi-
neers. Additional items of conference agree-
ment are discussed below.

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $207,540,000
for General Investigations as proposed by the
House instead of $208,544,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

The conferees note that the San Joaquin
River Basin, South Sacramento County
Streams, California, study will include an
examination of the water resources problems
that were to be addressed by the Northern
California Streams, Morrison Stream Group,
California, study proposed by the House.

The conference agreement includes $150,000
for the Newport Bay Harbor, California,
project as proposed by the Senate instead of
$250,000 as proposed by the House. The con-
ferees direct the Corps of Engineers to utilize
those funds to initiate feasibility phase stud-
ies for the project as authorized by section
841 of Public Law 99-662. Environmental
preservation benefits associated with the au-
thorization to modify the existing Federal
project at Newport Bay Harbor .by extending
channels into the upper Newport Bay shall
be consolidated with other benefits to be de-
rived from the project and be fully evalu-
ated.

The conferees note that the limitation on
the San Joaquin River, Pine Flat Dam, Fish
and Wildlife Restoration, California, study
described in House Report 102-555 relative to
involuntary acquisition of water rights, stor-
age rights and land is not intended to apply
to investigations of the enlargement of Pine
Flat Reservoir or the construction of off-
stream reservoirs, which are to be included
in the study.
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The conferees have provided $500,000 for a
reconnaissance study to investigate the fea-
sibility of flood control and other water re-
source improvements for the City of Winters,
California, near Dry Creek, Chickahominy
Slough and Moody Slough.

The conferees have provided $600,000 for the
Secretary of the Army, acting through the
Chief of Engineers, to prepare a reconnais-
sance study and transmit to Congress a re-
port addressing solutions for facilitating fish
migration on the Sacramento River, Califor-
nia. The investigation shall emphasize the
potential for modifying the existing Sac-
ramento River Deep Water Ship Channel and
ship lock for use as a supplemental route for
anadromous fish migration. The Delta chan-
nel could potentially provide a migration
route for anadromous fish which would by-
pass Delta channels and agricultural diver-
sions east of Rio Vista.

The conference agreement includes $800,000
for the Corps of Engineers to conduct flood
control studies for St. Louis City and Coun-
ty, Jefferson and Ste. Genevieve Counties,
Missouri. The conferees expect the Corps, in
conducting this regional flood control study,
to work closely with local communities. At
the request of the communities, the Corps
should consider both structural solutions
and nonstructural alternatives (such as the
relocation of individuals and businesses).

The conference agreement includes
$2,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers to con-
duct studies of the reaches of the upper Mis-
sissippi and lower Missouri Rivers and their
tributaries that were flooded in 1993. From
within those funds, the conferees direct the
Secretary of the Army to initiate prelimi-
nary activities on a study to assess the ade-
quacy of current flood control measures on
the upper Mississippi River and its tribu-
taries. The study should focus on identifying
public facilities, industrial, petrochemical,
hazardous waste and other facilities which
require additional flood protection, assess
the adequacy of current flood control meas-
ures, examine the differences in Federal
cost-sharing for construction and mainte-
nance of flood control projects on the upper
and lower Mississippi River system, evaluate
the cost-effectiveness of alternative flood
control projects, and recommend improve-
ments to the current flood control system.

The conferees recognize the need to under-
go a feasibility study of erosion control in
order to protect the historic Montauk Point
Lighthouse located on Long Island, New
York. Therefore, the conferees encourage the
Army Corps of Engineers to implement a fea-
sibility study in fiscal year 1994 should the
Corps identify the pecessary funds from its
accounts that are both available and unex-
pended during fiscal year 1994.

Within the amount provided for Research
and Development, the conference agreement
includes $2,000,000, $800,000 above the budget
request, for activities related to zebra mus-
sel control.

The conferees have provided $600,000 for the
Corps of Engineers to conduct a watershed
management study of the Cypress Valley
Watershed, Texas, in close coordination with
the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department.
This study is to be conducted under the au-
thority of the resolution of the House Com-
mittee on Public Works and Transportation
for the Cypress Bayou Basin.

The conference agreement includes
$1,000,000 for Corps of Engineers flood data
collection activities instead of $500,000 as
proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement includes $300,000
for the initiation of a construction tech-
nology transfer project between the Corps of
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Engineers construction-related research ac-
tivities and Indiana State University as pro-
posed by the House.

Amendment No. 2: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert:

Central Basin Groundwater Project, Califor-
nia, $750,000;

Los Angeles County Water Conservation,
California, $100,000;

Los Angeles River Watercourse Improvement,
California, $300,000;

Norco Bluffs, California, §150,000;

Rancho Palos Verdes, California, $80,000;

Biscayne Bay, Florida, $700,000;

Lake George, Hobart, Indiana, $200,000;

Little Calumet River Basin (Cady Marsh
Ditch), Indiana, $310,000;

Ohio River Shoreline Flood Protection, Indi-
ana, $400,000;

Hazard, Kentucky, $250,000;

Brockton, Massachusetts, $350,000;

Passaic River Mainstem, New Jersey,
$17,000,000;

Broad Top Region, Pennsylvania, $400,000;

Juniata River Basin, Pennsylvania, $450,000;

Lackawanna River Basin Greenway Corridor,
Pennsylvania, $300,000;

Jennings Randolph Lake,
£400,000;

Monongahela River Comprehensive, West Vir-
ginia, $600,000; and

West Virginia Comprehensive, West Virginia
$500,000:

Provided, That notwithstanding ongoing studies
using previously appropriated funds, and using
$2,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein, the
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief
of Engineers, is directed to conduct hydraulic
modeling, foundations analysis and related de-
sign, and mapping efforts in continuing
preconstruction engineering and design for the
additional lock at the Kentucky Dam, Ken-
tucky, project, in accordance with the Kentucky
Lock Addition Feasibility Report approved by
Report of the Chief of Engineers dated June 1,
1992: Provided further, That using $250,000 of
the funds appropriated herein, the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to include the study of the
Alafia River as part of the Tampa Harbor,
Alafia River and Big Bend, Florida, feasibility
study: Provided further, That the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to use $250,000 of available
Junds to complete a detailed project report, and
plans and specifications for a permanent shore
erosion protection project at Geneva State Park,
Ashtabula County, Ohio: Provided further,
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, iz directed to use
$400,000 of the funds appropriated herein to
continue preconstruction engineering and de-
sign, including preparation of the special design
report, initiation of National Environmental
Policy Act document preparation, and initiation
of hydraulic model studies for the Kaumalapau
Harbor navigation study, Lanai, Hawaii: Pro-
vided further, That using $4,000,000 of the funds
appropriated herein, the Secretary of the Army,
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di-
rected to proceed with detailed designs and
plans and specifications, including detailed cost
estimates, for the master plan of the Indianap-
olis, White River, Central Waterfront, Indiana,
project; Provided further, That the Secretary of
the Army is directed to limit the Columbia River
Navigation Channel, Oregon and Washington,
Jeastbility study to the investigation of the fea-
sibility of constructing a navigation channel not

West Virginia,
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to erceed 43 feet in depth from the Columbia
River entrance to the Port of Portland/Port of
Vancouver and to modify the initial Project
Management Plan accordingly: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to
use $400,000 of the funds appropriated herein to
initiate a reconnaissance study, including eco-
nomic and environmental studies, for the
Pocataligo River and Swamp, South Carolina,
project: Provided further, That the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to use $90,000 of the funds ap-
propriated herein to complete the reconnais-
sance study of the Black Foxr and Oakland
Spring wetland area in Murfreeshoro, Ten-
nessee: Provided further, That the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to utilize $200,000 of available
funds to initiate the planning and design of re-
medial measures to restore the environmental in-
tegrity and recreational boating facilities at Old
Hickory, Tennessee, in the vicinity of Drakes
Creek Park, in accordance with the reconnais-
sance study findings dated September 1993: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army,
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di-
rected to utilize $4,460,000 available funds to
complete preconstruction engineering and de-
sign for the Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, flood con-
trol project authorized by section 401(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (100
stat. 4118) so that the project will be ready for
construction by October 1, 1994: Provided fur-
ther, That all plans, specifications and design
documents shall be concurrently reviewed in
order to expedite the project: Provided further,
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to utilize
$2,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein to
undertake preconstruction engineering and de-
sign of the Virginia Beach Erosion Control and
Hurricane Protection, Virginia, project, includ-
ing storm water collection and discharge, as au-
thorized by section 102(cc) of Public Law 102-580

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

The conference agreement includes provi-
sions contained in both the House- and Sen-
ate-passed bills for the following projects:
Central Basin Groundwater, California; Lit-
tle Calumet River Basin (Cady Marsh Ditch),
Indiana, Ohio River Shoreline Flood Protec-
tion, Indiana; Hazard, Kentucky: Brockton,
Massachusetts; Jennings Randolph Lake,
West Virginia; Monongahela River Com-
prehensive, West Virginia; and West Virginia
Comprehensive, West Virginia.

The conference agreement restores provi-
sions included by the House and stricken by
the Senate for the following projects: Los
Angeles County Water Conservation, Califor-
nia; Los Angeles river Watercourse Improve-
ment, California; Norco Bluffs, California;
Rancho Palos Verdes, California; Biscayne
Bay, Florida; Lake George, Hobart, Indiana;
Broad Top Region, Pennsylvania, Juniata
River Basin, Pennsylvania; and Lackawanna
River Basin Greenway Corridor, Pennsylva-
nia.

The conference agreement restores funding
levels proposed by the House and amended by
the Senate for the following projects: Tampa
Harbor, Alafia River and Big Bend, Florida;
Indianapolis, White River, Central Water-
front, Indiana; and Passaic River Mainstem,
New Jersey. The conference agreement also
includes additional directive language for
the Tampa Harbor, Alafia River and Big
Bend, Florida, and the Indianapolis, White
River, Central Waterfront, Indiana, projects.

The conference agreement deletes a provi-
sion proposed by the Senate for the McCook
and Thornton Reservoirs, Illinois, project.
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The conference agreement includes provi-
sions proposed by the Senate for the follow-
ing projects: Kentucky Lock and Dam, Ken-
tucky; Geneva State Park, Ohio;
Kaumalapau Harbor, Hawaii; Columbia River
Navigation Channel, Oregon; Pocataligo
River and Swamp, South Carolina; Black
Fox and Oakland Spring Wetland, Tennessee;
0ld Hickory Lake, Tennessee; Ste. Gene-
vieve, Missouri; and Virginia Beach, Vir-
ginia. The conference agreement provides
$2,000,000 for the Kentucky Lock and Dam,
Kentucky, project instead of $2,500,000 as
proposed by the Senate.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Amendment No. 3: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the sum stricken and inserted by
said amendment, insert: §1,255,875,000.

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,255,875,000 for Construction, General, ex-
cluding the Red River Waterway, Mississippi
River to Shreveport, Louisiana, project, in-
stead of $1,296,167,000 as proposed by the Sen-
ate. The House had proposed a total of
$1,389,138,000 for Construction, General, in-
cluding the Red River Waterway project. In-
cluding the Red River Waterway project, the
conference agreement appropriates a total of
$1,400,875,000 for Construction, General.

While not including construction funding
for the Montgomery Point Lock and Dam,
Arkansas, project, the conferees express sup-
port for the project and urge the Corps of En-
gineers to continue to expedite the engineer-
ing and design so that construction can
begin as soon as a favorable recommendation
is reached by the executive branch, pref-
erably for the fiscal year 1995 budget cycle.
At that time, the Committee stands ready to
consider a budget proposal.

Within available funds, the conferees di-
rect the Corps of Engineers to implement the
hillside erosion component included in the
Swan Lake Habitat Restoration and En-
hancement, Illinois, project, which is an im-
portant feature of the Upper Mississippi
River System Environmental Management
Program.

The conference agreement includes an ad-
ditional $100,000 for the Winfield Locks and
Dam, West Virginia, project for technical as-
sistance to communities around the project
site to help those communities understand
and analyze the remedial options for the
toxic and hazardous materials on the site as
authorized by section 347 of Public Law 102-
580 as proposed by the House and the Senate.
The conferees require that any consultant
contracted with to provide analysis of the re-
medial options be totally independent of the
Army Corps of Engineers.

Within the Corps of Engineers, Continuing
Authorities Programs, the conferees direct
the Corps to undertake the projects de-
scribed in the House and Senate reports. For
the Northport, Alabama, project, the con-
ference agreement includes $1,050,000 for de-
sign and construction of the project as pro-
posed by the House. In addition, under the
Section 205 program, the conference agree-
ment includes $100,000 for the Corps of Engi-
neers to initiate and complete plans and
specifications for the Feather Creek flood
control project in Clinton, Indiana.

The conference agreement includes
$11,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers Aquatic
Plant Control Program as proposed by the
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House. The conferees direct that the addi-
tional funds provided above the budget re-
quest be utilized as described in the House
report.

Amendment No. 4. Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert:

Rillito River, Arizona, §4,200,000;

Coyote and Berryessa Creeks,
$4,000,000;

Sacramento River Flood Control Project
(Glenn-Colusa [Irrigation District), California,
$400,000;

San Timoteo Creek (Santa Ana River
Mainstem), California, £12,000,000;

Sonoma Baylands Wetland Demonstration
Project, California, $4,000,000;

California,

Central and Southern Florida, Florida,
§17,850,,000;

Kissimmee River, Florida, $5,000,000;
Melaleuca Quarantine Facility, Florida,

$§1,000,000;

Casino Beach, lllinois, $820,000;

McCook and Thornton Reservoirs, Illinois,
$13,000,000;

©O'Hare Reservoir, lllinois, $5,000,000;

Des Moines Recreational River and Greenbelt,
lowa, $2,700,000;

Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Jefferson
Parish), Louisiana, $200,000;

Anacostia River, Maryland and District of Co-
lumbia, $7,000,000;

Clinton River Spillway, Michigan, $2,000,000;

Silver Bay Harbor, Minnesota, $2,600,000;

Stilhwater, Minnesota, $2,400,000;

Sowashee Creek, Mississippi, $3,240,000;

Molly Ann's Brook, New Jersey, §1,000,000;

New York Harbor Collection and Removal of
Drift, New York and New Jersey, $3,900,000;

Rochester Harbor, New York, $4,000,000;

Wilmington Harbor Ocean Bar, North Caro-
lina, $5,266,000;

West Columbus, Ohio, $9,000,000;

Lackawanna River Greenway Corridor, Penn-
sylvania, $2,000,000;

South Central Pennsylvania Environmental
Restoration Infrastructure and Resource Protec-
tion Development Pilot Program, Pennsylvania,
$10,000,000;

Quonset Point-Davisville, Rhode Island (for 2
elevated water storage towers and the relocation
of sewer lines), $1,875,000;

Lake O' The Pines-Big Cypress Bayou, Teras,
$300,000;

Red River Basin Chloride Control, Teras and
Oklahoma, $4,000,000;

Wallisville Lake, Teras, $1,000,000;

Richmond  Filtration Plant,
§1,000,000;

Southern West Virginia Environmental Res-
toration Infrastructure and Resource Protection
Development Pilot Program, West Virginia,
$3,500,000; and

State Road and Ebner Coulees, LaCrosse and
Shelby, Wisconsin, $1.467,000; Provided, That
the Secretary of the Army, acting through the
Chief of Engineers, is directed to use $3,500,000
of available funds to initiate and complete con-
struction of the Finn Revetment portion of the
Red River Emergency Bank Protection, Arkan-
sas and Louisiana, project: Provided further,
That the Chief of Engineers is directed to use a
Sfully funded contract for the construction of the
Finn Revetment: Provided further, That the
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief
of Engineers, is directed to use $£3,500,000 of the
funds appropriated herein to continue the Red
River Levees and Bank Stabilization below
Denison Dam, Arkansas, project, including the
completion of studies to improve the stability of

Virginia,
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the levee system from Index, Arkansas, to the
Louisiana state line and the continuation of re-
habilitation work underway: Provided further,
That the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to erpend
$500,000 in fiscal year 1994 to initiate reconstruc-
tion of the Sacramento River floodwall between
miles 58 and 60 of the Sacramento River, Cali-
fornia, as an essential portion of the Sac-
ramento Urban Levee Reconstruction project
pursuant to the Sacramento River Flood Control
Act of 1917, as amended, and the Local Coopera-
tion Agreement signed on June 4, 1990: Provided
further, That the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, shall (1) use
$2,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein to
carry out engineering and design for the reloca-
tion of the comfort and lifeguard stations on the
Atlantic Coast of New York City from Rockaway
Inlet to Norton Point, New York, project as au-
thorized by section 1076 of the Intermodal Sur-
face Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (Pub-
lic Law 102-240; 105 Stat. 2015), and (2) not later
than one year after the date of enactment of
this Act, report to Congress on the results of the
erpenditure of funds required under paragraph
(1): Provided further, That with $2,000,000 of the
funds appropriated herein, the Secretary of the
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is
directed to continue construction of the Bethel,
Alaska, project authorized by Public Law 99-
662, including but not limited to initiating lands
and damages, erosion control construction, and
continued related engineering and construction
management: Provided further, That no fully
allocated funding policy shall apply to the con-
struction of the Bethel, Alaska, project: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army,
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di-
rected to use $24,119,000 of the funds appro-
priated herein to continue the Lake Pont-
chartrain and Vicinity, Louisiana, Hurricane
Protection project, including continued con-
struction of parallel protection along the Orle-
ans and London Avenue Outfall Canals and the
award of continuing contracts for construction
of this parallel protection under the same terms
and conditions specified for such work under
this heading in Public Law 102-377: Provided
further, That the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to
use $450,000 of the funds appropriated herein to
complete the repair and restoration to a safe
condition of the existing Tulsa and West Tulsa
local protection project, Oklahoma, authorized
by the Flood Control Act of 1941, Public Law 73-
228: Provided further, That with $5,000,000 of
the funds appropriated herein, to remain avail-
able until erpended, the Secretary of the Army,
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di-
rected to initiate construction of the Pike Coun-
ty, Kentucky, element of the Levisa and Tug
Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cum-
berland River project authorized by section 202
of Public Law 96-367, with initial efforts con-
centrated in the communities of Buskirk and
McCarr, in accordance with the Huntington
District Commander's preliminary draft detailed
project report for Pike County, Kentucky, dated
March 1993, using continuing contracts: Pro-
vided further, That with $700,000 of the funds
appropriated herein, to remain available until
erpended, the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to
initiate construction, wusing continuing con-
tracts, of the Williamsburg, Kentucky, element
of the Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy
River and Upper Cumberland River project au-
thorized by section 202 of Public Law 96-367, in
accordance with Plan B of the approved draft
specific project report for Williamsburg, Ken-
tucky, dated April 1993 Provided further, That
with $19,300,000 of the funds appropriated here-
in, to remain available until expended, the Sec-
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retary of the Army, acting through the Chief of
Engineers, is directed to continue to undertake
structural and nonstructural work associated
with the Barbourville, Kentucky, and the Har-
lan, Kentucky, elements of the Levisa and Tug
Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cum-
berland River project authorized by section 202
of Public Law 96-367, and is further directed to
design and construct a system to collect and
transport sewage from the unincorporated com-
munity of Rio Vista to the Harlan, Kentucky,
treatment plant, as part of the Harlan, Ken-
tucky, element: Provided further, That with
$5,365,000 of the funds appropriated herein, to
remain available until expended, the Secretary
of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to continue to undertake struc-
tural and nonstructural work associated with
the Matewan, West Virginia, element of the
Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River
and Upper Cumberland River project authorized
by section 202 of Public Law 96-367: Provided
further, That with $3,500,000 of the funds ap-
propriated herein, to remain available until ex-
pended, the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to
continue construction of the Hatfield Bottom,
West Virginia, element of the Levisa and Tug
Forks of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cum-
berland River project authorized by section 202
of Public Law 96-367 using continuing con-
tracts: Provided further, That no fully allocated
funding policy shall apply to construction of the
Matewan, West Virginia, Hatfield Bottom, West
Virginia, Barbourville, Kentucky, and Harlan,
Kentucky, elements of the Levisa and Tug Forks
of the Big Sandy River and Upper Cumberland
river project: Provided further, That with
$1,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein, the
Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief
of Engineers, is directed to continue construc-
tion, wusing continuwing contracts, of the
Salyersville, Kentucky, cut-through channels
project: Provided further, That the Secretary of
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to initiate and complete con-
struction of offshore breakwaters at Grand Isle,
Louisiana, as an integral part of the repair of
features of the Grand Isle and Vicinity, Louisi-
ana, project damaged by Hurricane Andrew
using funds previously appropriated for that
purpose in the fiscal year 1992 Dire Emergency
Supplemental Appropriations Act, Public Law
102-368, which are available for this work: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Army,
acting through the Chief of Engineers, is di-
rected to continue construction of the section 14
bank stabilization program at McGregor Park in
Clarksville, Tennessee, utilizing heretofore ap-
propriated funds until the Federal funds limit of
£500,000 is reached or bank protection for the
entire park is completed: Provided further, That
using $6,300,000 of the funds appropriated here-
in, the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, is directed to continue
with the authorized Ouachita River Levees,
Louisiana, project in an orderly but erpeditious
manner and within this amount, $3,800,000 shall
be used to continue rehabilitation or replace-
ment of all deteriorated drainage structures
which threaten the security of this critical pro-
tection, and $2,500,000 shall be used to repair
the river bank at Columbia, Louisiana, which is
eroding and placing the project levee protecting
the city in imminent danger of failure: Provided
further, That the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers, is directed to
utilize $3,000,000 of the funds appropriated here-
in to provide design and construction assistance
for a water transmission line from the northern
part of Beaver Lake, Arkansas, into Benton and
Washington Counties, Arkansas, as authorized
by section 220 of Public Law 102-580; and in ad-
dition, $145,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, is hereby appropriated for construction
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of the Red River Waterway, Mississippi River to
Shreveport, Louisiana, project, as authorized by
laws, and the Secretary of the Army is directed
to continue the second phase of construction of
Locks and Dams 4 and 5; complete construction
of Howard Capout, McDade, Elm Grove, Cecile,
Curtis, Sunny Point, and Eagle Bend Phase I
and Phase Il revetments in Pools 4 and 5, and
levee modifications in Pool 5, all of which were
previously directed to be initiated; and award
continuing contracts in fiscal year 1994 for con-
struction of the following features of the Red
River Waterway which are not to be considered
fully funded: recreation facilities in Pools 4 and
5, Piermont/Nicholas and Sunny Point Capouts,
Lock and Dam 4 Upstream Dikes, Lock and
Dam 5 Downstream Additional Control Struc-
ture, Wells Island Road Revetment, and con-
struction dredging in Pool 4; all as authorized
by laws, and the Secretary is further directed to
provide annual reimbursement to the project's
local sponsor for the Federal share of manage-
ment costs for the Bayouw Bodcau Mitigation
Area as authorized by Public Law 101-640, the
Water Resources Development Act of 1990

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

The conference agreement includes provi-
slons contained in both the House- and Sen-
ate-passed bills for the following projects:
Rillito River, Arizona; Coyote and Berryessa
Creeks, California; Sacramento River Flood
Control (Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District),
California; San Timoteo Creek (Santa Ana
River Mainstem), California: Sonoma
Baylands Wetland Demonstration, Califor-
nia; Kissimmee River, Florida; O'Hare Res-
ervoir, Illinois; Pike County, Kentucky;
Salyersville, Kentucky; Willlamsburg, Ken-
tucky; Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity
(Jefferson Parish), Loulsiana; Anacostia
River, Maryland and District of Columblia;
Stillwater, Minnesota; Sowashee Creek, Mis-
sissippl; Molly Ann's Brook, New Jersey;
Lake O' The Pines-Big Cypress Bayou,
Texas; Red River Basin Chloride Control,
Texas and Oklahoma; - Wallisville Lake,
Texas; and Southern West Virginia Environ-
mental Restoration and Resource Protection
Development Pilot Program, West Virginia.
The provisions for the Pike County, Ken-
tucky, Salyersville, Kentucky, and Williams-
burg, Kentucky, projects have been amended
to provide additional directive language to
the Secretary of the Army.

The conference agreement restores provi-
sions included by the House and stricken by
the Senate for the following projects:
Melaleuca Quarantine Facility, Florida;
McCook and Thornton Reservoirs, Illinois;
Clinton River Spillway, Michigan; Silver
Bay Harbor, Minnesota; Rochester Harbor,
New York; Wilmington Harbor Ocean Bar,
North Carolina; Lackawanna River Green-
way Corridor, Pennsylvania; South Central
Pennsylvanla Environmental Restoration In-
frastructure and Resource Protection Devel-
opment Pilot Program, Pennsylvania; Rich-
mond Filtration Plant, Virginia; and State
Road and Ebner Coulees, LaCross and Shel-
by, Wisconsin.

The conference agreement provides
$17,850,000 for the Central and Southern Flor-
ida, Florida, project as proposed by the
House instead of $9,500,000 as proposed by the
Senate; provides $820,000 for the Casino
Beach, Illinois, project as proposed by the
House instead of $300,000 as proposed by the
Senate; provides $2,700,000 for the Des Moines
Recreational River and Greenbelt, Iowa,
project as proposed by the House instead of
$1,700,000 as proposed by the Senate; and pro-
vides $3,900,000 for the New York Harbor Col-
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lection and Removal of Drift, New York and

New Jersey, project as proposed by the

House instead of $2,900,000 as proposed by the

Senate.

The conference agreement amends House
language for the Red River Emergency Bank
Protection, Arkansas, project; the
Barbourville, Kentucky, project; the Harlan,
Kentucky, project; and the Lake Pont-
chartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protec-
tion), Louisiana, project as proposed by the
Senate. The conference agreement also pro-
vides additional directive language for the
Harlan, Kentucky, project.

The conference agreement restores House
language stricken by the Senate for the West
Columbus, Ohio, project amended to provide
$9,000,000 for the project instead of $5,000,000
as proposed by the House.

The conference agreement deletes a House
provision regarding the Fort Point, Gal-
veston, Texas, project as proposed by the
Senate.

The conference agreement Includes provi-
sions proposed by the Senate for the follow-
ing projects: Quonset Point-Davisville,
Rhode Island; Red River Levees and Bank
Stabilization below Denison Dam, Arkansas;
Atlantic Coast of New York, New York;
Bethel, Alaska; Tulsa and West Tulsa, Okla-
homa; Matewan, West Virginla; Hatfield Bot-
tom, West Virginia; Grand Isle, Louisiana,
McGregor Park, Clarksville, Tennessee;
Ouachita River Levees, Louisiana; and Bea-
ver Lake, Arkansas. The provisions regard-
ing the McGregor Park project has been
amended to make a technical correction.

The conference agreement appropriates
$145,000,000 for the Red River Waterway, Mis-
sissippl River to Shreveport, Loulsiana,
project as proposed by the Senate. The House
had included $65,000,000 for the project within
the amount appropriated in Amendment
No. 3.

The conferees adopt the House report lan-
guage on the Kissimmee River, Florida,
project and add the following. The Corps of
Engineers is directed to sign a single Project
Cooperation Agreement with the South Flor-
{da Water Management District as author-
{zed by section 46 of Public Law 100-676 and
section 101(8) of Public Law 102-580 no later
than February 1, 1994, in accordance with the
Memorandum to the South Atlantic Division
Commander dated February 17, 1993, and
signed by the Jacksonylille Deputy District
Engineer for Project Management.

The conferees agree with the language in
the Senate report regarding the Beaver
Lake, Arkansas, water transmission line
project authorized by sectlon 220 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1992.

The conferees agree with the language in
the Senate report regarding the West Des
Moines, Des Moines, Iowa, project.

The conferees agree with the language in
the House report regarding the Red River
Chloride Control, Texas and Oklahoma,
project and note that the features to be de-
veloped include Areas VI, VII, IX, XIII, XIV,
and Crowell Brine Lake.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBU-
TARIES, ARKANSAS, ILLINOIS, KENTUCKY, LOU-
ISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, MISSOURI, AND TEN-
NESSEE
Amendment No. 5;: Appropriates $348,875,000

for Flood Control, Mississippi River and

Tributaries, as proposed by the Senate In-

stead of $352,475000 as proposed by the

House,

The conferees agree with the language con-
tained in the House report regarding the
Yazoo Basin, Mississippl, Demonstration
Erosion Control Program and the Wickliffe
Bluff, Kentucky, project.

25907

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

Amendment No. 6: Appropriates
$1,688,990,000 for Operation and Maintenance,
General instead of $1,691,350,000 as proposed
by the House and $1,673,704,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

The conference agreement includes a total
of $1,869,000 for the Chena River Lakes, Alas-
ka, project, The amount provided includes
$200,000 for the Corps of Engineers to inves-
tigate possible solutions to groundwater
flooding that Is occurring downstream of
Moose Creek Dam and $250,000 for the Corps
of Engineers to develop a plan to mitigate
fishery impacts. The Senate had proposed
that the study of flooding problems be per-
formed under the General Investigations ac-
count.

The conferees note that the rock rubble
mound entrance jetties at Newport Bay Har-
bor, California, may require structural reha-
bilitation work and ask that the Corps of En-
gineers survey the need and report back to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House and Senate for consideration in fiscal
year 1995,

Within avallable funds, the conferees di-
rect the Corps of Engineers to continue
studying alternatives for whitewater re-
leases at the John W. Flannagan Dam, Vir-

inia.
¥ The conferees agree with the language con-
tained in the Senate report for the St.
Georges Bridge, Delaware, project.

Amendment No. 7: Restores House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate that provides
$400,000 for the Los Angeles River (Sepulveda
Basin to Arroyo Seco), California, project.

Amendment No. 8: Deletes the word ‘“‘and”
proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 9: Restores House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate that provides
$2,500,000 for the Flint River Flood Control,
Michigan, project.

Amendment No. 10: Restores ‘‘; and" pro-
posed by the House and stricken by the
Senate.

Amendment No. 11: Restores House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate that provides
$250,000 for the New Madrid County Harbor,
Missouri, project.

Amendment No. 12: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
provides $5,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers
to undertake critical malntenance work on
the Kentucky River, Kentucky, Locks and
Dams 5-14 and directs the Corps to transfer
those facilities to the Commonwealth of
Kentucky; directs the Secretary of the Army
to maintain a minimum conservation pool
level of 475.5 feet at Wister Lake, Oklahoma;
and directs the Secretary of the Army to
complete long-term dredged material dis-
posal plans for the existing Columbia River
navigation project, including assoclated fish
and wildlife studies.

GENERAL EXPENSES

Amendment No. 13: Restores House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate which provides
that not to exceed $54,855,000 of the funds
provided in the Act shall be avallable for
general administration and related functions
in the Office of the Chief of Engineers and
deletes language proposed by the Senate
which provided that not to exceed $58,255,000
shall be available for the Office of the Chief
of Engineers unless the Secretary of the
Army determines that additional funds are
required and notiffied the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House and Senate of the
reasons therefore.

The conferees agree with the language In
the House report regarding billbacks and
project management.
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Amendment No. 14: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers of the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate
which provides that in fiscal year 1994, the
Secretary of the Army shall advertise for
competitive bid at least 7,500,000 cubic yards
of the hopper dredge volume accomplished
with Government-owned dredges in fiscal
year 1892 and which, notwithstanding the
provisions of the section, authorizes the Sec-
retary of the Army to use the Corps of Engi-
neers dredge fleet to undertake projects
under certain conditions. The conferees view
the 7,500,000 cubic yards as a target, not a
floor, and expect contract awards to reflect
this.

Amendment No. 15: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate
which will permit the Corps of Engineers to
reprogram funds to continue the construc-
tion of projects in order to prevent the ter-
mination of contracts or the delay of sched-
uled work.

Amendment No. 16: Deletes language pro-
posed by the Senate regarding the removal
or demolition of residential structures in the
Muskingum River Basin, Ohio.

The conferees have agreed not to include
bill language proposed by the Senate regard-
ing the removal or demolition of residential
structures in the Muskingum River Basin,
Ohio. However, the conferees urge the Corps
of Engineers not to remove or demolish any
residential structure that is subject to an
easement or right-of-way in favor of the
United States for the containment or im-
poundment of waters in the Muskingum
River Basin, Ohio, until such time as the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Public Works and Transportation of the
House of Representatives have had the op-
portunity to review and address the policy in
the next Water Resources Development an-
thorization legislation.

Amendment No. 17: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers of the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In liem of the matter inserted by said
amendment, insert:

SEC, 108. (a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of
the Army is authorized to convey to the City of
Galveston, Teras, fee simple absolute title to a
parcel of land containing approrimately 605
acres known as the San Jacinto Disposal Area
located on the east end of Galveston Island,
Tezas, in the W.A.A. Wallace Survey, A-647 and
A-648, City of Galveston, Galveston County,
Tezas, being part of the old Fort San Jacinto
site, at the fair market value of such parcel to
be determined in accordance with the provisions
of subsection (d). Such conveyance shall only be
made by the Secretary of the Army upon the
agreement of the Secretary and the City as to all
compensation due herein.

(b) COMPENSATION FOR CONVEYANCE.—Upon
receipt of compensation from the City of Gal-
veston, The Secretary shall convey the parcel as
described in subsection (a). Such compensation
shall include—

(1) conveyance to the Department of the Army
of fee simple absolute title to a parcel of land
containing approrimately 564 acres on pelican
Island, Texas, in the Eneas Smith Survey, A-
190, Pelican Island, City of Galveston, Gal-
veston County, Texas, adjacent to property cur-
rently owned by the United States. The fair
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market value of such parcel will bé determined
in accordance with the provision of subsection
(d); and

(2) payment to the United States of an amount
equal to the difference of the fair market value
of the parcel to be conveyed pursuant to sub-
section (a) and the fair market value of the par-
cel to be conveyed pursuant to paragraph (1) of
this subsection.

(c) DISPOSITION OF SPOIL.—Costs of muintain-
ing the Galveston Harbor and Channel will con-
tinue to be governed by the Local Cooperation
Agreement (LCA) between the United States of
America and the City of Galveston dated Octo-
ber 18, 1973, as amended. Upon conveyance of
the parcel described in subsection (a), the De-
partment of the Army shall be compensated di-
rectly for the present value of the total costs to
the Department for disposal of dredge material
and site preparation pursuant to the LCA, in
ercess of the present value of the total costs that
would have been incurred if this conveyance
had not been made.

(d) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET
VALUE.—The fair market value of the land to be
conveyed pursuant to subsections (a) and (b)
shall be determined by independent appraisers
using the market value method.

(e) NAVIGATIONAL SERVITUDE,—

(1) DECLARATION OF NONNAVIGABILITY; PUBLIC
INTEREST.—Unless the Secretary finds, after
consultation with local and regional public offi-
cials (including local and regional public plan-
ning organizations), that the proposed subject
to be undertaken within the parcel described in
subsection (a) are not in the public interest
then, subject to paragraphs (2) and (3), such
parcel is declared to be nonnavigable waters of
the United States.

(2) LIMITS ON APPLICABILITY; REGULATORY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The declaration under paragraph
(a) shall apply only to those parts of the parcel
described in subsection (a) which are or will be
bulkheaded and filled or otherwise occupied by
permanent structures, including marina facili-
ties. All such work is subject to all applicable
Federal statutes and regulations including, but
not limited to, sections 9 and 10 of the Act of
March 3, 1899 (30 Stat. 1151; 33 U.S.C. 401 and
403), commonly known as the Rivers and Har-
bors Appropriations Act of 1899, section 404 of
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, and
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969.

(3) EXPIRATION DATE.—If, 20 years after the
date of the enactment of this Aok, any area or
part thereof described in subsection (a) is not
bulkheaded or filled or occupied by permanent
structures, including marina facilities, in ac-
cordance with the requirements set out in para-
graph (2), or if work in connection with any ac-
tivity permitled in paragraph (2) is not com-
menced within § years after issuance of such
permits, then the declaration of nonnavigability
for such area or part thereof shall expire.

(f) SURVEY AND STUDY.—The 605-acre parcel
and the 564-acre parcel shall be surveyed and
further legally described prior to conveyance.
Not later than 60 days following enactment of
this Act, if he deems it necessary, the Secretary
of the Army shall complete a review of the appli-
cability of section 404 of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act to the said parcels.

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

The conferees have included a provision
proposed by the Senate authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Army to convey to the City of
Galveston, Texas, a 605-acre parcel of land
known as the San Jacinto Disposal Area in
exchange for a 564-acre parcel of land on Pel-
ican Island, Texas, known as the Pelican Is-
land Alternative Disposal site together with
payment to the United States of an amount
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equal to the difference in the agreed upon
fair market values of the two parcels of land
plus the present value of certain increased
costs directly attributable to this trans-
action. The Senate provision has been
amended to make technical corrections. The
conveyances shall occur upon agreement by
the Secretary and the City with respect to
all compensation due under the provisions of
this amendment.

The San Jacinto Disposal Area is currently
used by the Army Corps of Engineers for the
disposal of spoils dredged from the channels
leading into Galveston Bay. The Pelican Is-
land site, however, offers the Corps an alter-
nate site for future spoils deposit that will
serve as a viable spoils site substantially
longer than would the San Jacinto site.

The fair market value of the parcels to be
conveyed shall be determined by three inde-
pendent appraisers, each a member in good
standing of the American Institute of Real
Estate Appraisers, using the market value
method. One appraiser each shall be selected
by the Corps and the City of Galveston, and
one appraiser shall be selected by mutual
agreement of the two parties.

If the fair market values as determined by
the three appraisers are not the same and
the difference between the high and low val-
ues is ten percent or less, the three values
shall be averaged to determine fair market
value. If the high and low values differ by
more than ten percent, the appraisers shall
attempt to agree upon a fair market value. If
the three fail to agree, the three appraisers
shall jointly select a fourth appraiser who
shall independently appraise each tract. The
highest and lowest of the four appraisals
shall be discarded and the two remaining ap-
praisals averaged to determine fair market
value.

Costs of maintaining the Galveston Harbor
and Channel will continue to be governed by
the Local Cooperation Agreement between
the United States of America and the City of
Galveston dated October 18, 1973, as amend-
ed. This provision also provides that the De-
partment of the Army shall be compensated
for the present value of costs to the Depart-
ment that will be incurred under the Local
Cooperation Agreement which exceed the
present value of costs that would have been
incurred had this transaction not occurred.
The provisions of the amendment extinguish
any rights of the United States of naviga-
tional servitude over the San Jacinto Dis-
posal Area.

Wetlands created in a disposal area by the
Department of the Army through active
spoil operations are ‘‘non-jurisdictional'.
Accordingly, any wetlands on the San
Jacinto Disposal Area require no mitigation.

The conferees understand that wetlands on
the 564-acre Pelican Island parcel were also
created by the Department of the Army dur-
ing spoilage operations. This parcel was
spoiled upon and navigational servitude
rights claimed until removed by the Coast
Guard Authorization Act of 1991. The con-
ferees understand that the Army Corps of
Engineers’ internal Feasibility Study (1991)
included a wetlands mitigation plan charac-
terized as ‘‘Plan 2" which was acceptable to
the Corps and other participating agencies.
If the Secretary determined that wetlands
mitigation of the Pelican Island parcel is
necessary, it shall be accomplished in ac-
cordance with Plan 2.



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
ALABAMA
(N) CHICKASAW CREERGIAE S &v 00 2 o8 5 mialsie viminisie e nisial sialin: e aie'als s 253,000 o 253,000 ==
(FDP) METROPOLITAN HUNTSVILLE - MADISON COUNTY, AL.......... 350,000 - 350,000 -
MUSCEE - SHOALS VAL G0 s aaaais o nsima e nimnanas esansiee aeeesm kst T 300,000 S
ALASKA
(N) ANCHOR: POINT-HARBOR; SAK, /s ool ol o iy ote wls/oln n /s o ws nioss 180,000 i 180,000 o
(FDP) CHENA RIVER COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, AK......oivevnerevnns 122,000 i 122,000 sas
(N) CHIGNIK HARBOR, " AK TG ok oo dviadsiasvoaiviosasininemnioanniesss i 50,000 T 50,000
(N) COOK INLET, AKi.ciiiesssnossasaniasaisnanassnenssssames 300,000 Aryven 300,000 o
(RDP) KAKECHARMORGMAKS RN ¢l mn s s nomnmn b s e s s i e st e ssss e 300,000 o 300,000 e
(N) KETCHIKAN HARBOR', “BIK ... LWk & vieitdie o loid o oie 800 owiminim o bee stuiy a s o 150,000 e 150,000 ———
(N) NORTHERN SEA COMMERCIAL ROUTE STUDY, AR......ccveuvenn i e 300,000 ¥
(N) SAND POINT HARBOR GBI P el h e a i aip sislsraisieimaiom & alears aisie sie 300,000 e 300,000 m=
(FDP) SEWARD AREA RIVERS; AK:..i.essesninsssossssosssnssnssss 188,000 Srean 188,000 ——
(N) SEWARD HARBOR, AK....vessesonscsscansssssssanvssssnssns 200,000 e 200,000 i
(FDP) SEWARDZELONELY CREEK. AKX, . i.vesssensnonnessnssnsioss e 142,000 e 142,000 el
(N) ST. PAUL HARBOR, AK::.:cucsaosssnsiossecssasssissessinea i o 125,000 e
(N) WRANGELL NARROWS AND DRY STRAITS, AK..........oiuenuunnn 170,000 nayy 170,000 =rerm
ARIZONA
COMBINED ARIZONA RECONNAISSANCE STUDY, AZ............ .. s e 280,000 i
GILA RIVER, GILLESPIE DAM TO YUMA, AZ......ccovuvsanss - S 1,000,000 ———
GILA RIVER AND TRIBS, LOWER SANTA CRUZ RIVER, AZ...... — s 300,000 =g
(FDP) HASSAYAMPA RIVER AT WICKENBURG, AZ......coterineensnns 150,000 —-——— 160,000 g
RIO" SALADO AREA, TEMPE AZ....cosavessonasassssssosssons - e 750,000 ——
(FEOP) “TUCSON DRAINAGES AREA;IVAZ. tiisi o thanivdddnaaa s adiana’s 450,000 s 450,000 =
ARKANSAS
ARKANSAS RIVER, TUCKER CREEK, AR.........cic00cenenens e oo 475,000 =t
(FDP) ARKANSAS RIVER WETLANDS AND FLOOD CONTROL, AR......... 250,000 s 250,000 =
(FDP) OUACHITA RIVER BASIN, HOT SPRINGS, AR........c00uuunsn 650,000 iy 650,000 o
(SPE) WHITE RIVER'WETLANDS, AR & MO. ... .s00ceesessssansesnss 300,000 i 300,000 o
CALIFORNIA
(FC) AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED, CA.....cocieavessnssoasnanns el 2,000,000 e 4,000,000
CALLEGUAS CREEK, CA...... O e T i 130,000 ————
(FC) CARNEROS CREEK, CA......... F 000188 SR 88 R e siners 600,000 pr o7 600,000
CENTRAL BASIN GROUNDWATER PROJ, WHITTIER NARROWS, CA.. summma e 750,000 ———
CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY, CA........... v ot 275,000 i
Lea s allo | B B o e R e R I b TT o 500,000 peg
(SPE) COAST OF CA, SOUTH COAST REGION (ORANGE COUNTY)....... 250,000 i 250,000 ——
(N) CRESCENT CLTY, HARBOR, "G oo aieiasin vniai e & e/ e e 150,000 b 150,000 e
(N) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY (DEEPENING), CA............... 162,000 e 162,000 =
(FC) KAWEAH RIVER: CAG vo v ain o nia i taarciamte o e a u bisidie soaie s ooas v e ot 500,000 e 500,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE

PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
LACDA WATER CONSERVATION, CA.....ccvieienicerrasananes i i 100,000 =
EEONARDUIRANCHZCOAIRE o 5i's v s il amioos o beiensaesssasssses wienrn . 300,000 e

(N) LOS 'ANGELES = LONG BEACH HARBORS, CA.....:v0cesnsnsose i 2,000,000 =i 2,000,000
(FC) LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CA.........ciunununs e 3,633,000 e 3,633,000
LOS .ANGELES RIVER WATERCOURSE IMPROVEMENT, CA......... T ——— 300,000 e

(FC) LONERIMISSTON CREEI, O a e iss v avialss sl v s she o sees e 79,000 e 79,000
(SP) MALTIBU "COASTALAREA;: CAL i iiccasissnnnssnasanissns 250,000 e 250,000 s
(FDP) MARIN COUNTY SHORELINE, SAN CLEMENTE CREEK, CA........ 280,000 s 280,000 e
NN D L AR G . Tt cle S0 e b e toitress loaate o aintale s v n a voaraa gl ——— 175,000 =

(SP) MISSION BAY, SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CA........cccuinnnnnanas 100,000 o 100,000 e
(FDP) MISSION ZANJA CREEK, CA..cciveasscnsissnnsossosssssens 341,000 o 341,000 =
(N) MORROEBAYHARBOR . SO o B eI R i e » & wina w550 5o a0 40, 683 5 618 % et 122,000 - 122,000
NORCO BLUFFS, SANTA ANA RIVER, CA.......ciccevnnnnnnns o - 150,000 i

(FDP) N CA STREAMS, CACHE CREEK BASIN (LAKE CO), CA......... 400,000 T 400,000 =
(FDP) N CA STREAMS, UPR SACRAMENTO R, F&WL HABITAT RESTORATI 250,000 . 550,000 ==
(FOP) N CA STREAMS, WESTSIDE TRIBUTARIES TO YOLO BYPASS, CA. 350,000 s 450,000 =
(FDP) N CA STREAMS, YUBA RIVER BASIN, CA......vrvunnrrnannns 300,000 iy 300,000 i
(FC) e e T e N o R et ek Sl o (T s e s 700,000 = 900,000
(N) NEWPORT BAY "HARBOR;\CAL Jovos s swiniiinndatonsiasesdises 150,000 e 150,000 e
(FDP) NORTHERN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CA......cccencececansanns 325,000 s 325,000 e
(N) NOYO RIVER AND HARBOR (BREAKWATER), CA.......ci0vuuuus e 550,000 Eor 550,000
(SP) QEEANSIDE  SHORELTINE.. (CA. o2 arave am ainsioienee amesss s e ssias 300,000 S 300,000 ki
(SP) PACIFIC COAST SHORELINE, CARLSBAD, CA.......c0iveennvnn 260,000 s 260,000 =
(FDP)} PAJARQO RIVER AT WATSONVILLE, 'CA . ciieiicesnsvivaninns 197,000 — 197,000 s
(N) POINT ARENA (BREAKWATER), CA.......ciiiuintocracnnnnnnas 245,000 — 245,000 e
(N) L T a L o I o i R 350,000 ey 350,000 stis
RANCHG _PALOS TWERBES, ‘CA. .. isaonpsmsianiasesiios e ssre s = e 80,000 e
SACRAMENTO RIVER FISH MIGRATION........citunueennnannns o= — 600,000 -

(SPE) SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, CA.......iuvevesnnsnnans 900,000 =t 900,000 =
(SP) SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY, OCEAN BEACH, CA...........c0uuue 200,000 i 200,000 -
(N) SANCFRANGISCOTHARBOR, "OR, 1 00 visioe s o e nemsssesssesess s 215,000 - 215,000 ————
(FDP) SAN JOAQUIN R BASIN, PINE FLAT DAM, F&WL HABITAT RESTO 240,000 s 240,000 i
(FDP) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, ARROYO PASAJERO (FRESNO CO),. 400,000 = 400,000 o
(FDP) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, CALIENTE CREEK STREAM GROUP, . 300,000 = 300,000 -
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, FIREBAUGH AND MENDOTA, CA.... e et 150,000 e

(FDP) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, SAN JOAQUIN R MAIN STEM & TRI 325,000 =i 325,000 s
(FDP) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STRMS 350,000 so i 350,000 e
(FC) SANIEORENLD RIMERG: O 5w o e imeie b slsais e vie tisae e e ses o 100,000 ——— 300,000
(FC) SANURAFAEL CANAL, CA.....iciuvenensasnrssnsanssanssanes ok 1,210,000 e 1,210,000
(N) SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA..........cteienrennnnsnnnnnss e 360,000 RN 360,000
(N) SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER, CA........c.iiiiernnnnnnanann 95,000 e 95,000 i
(N) SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER, CA........c.i0vveveencsnnnnnn T 100,000 B 100,000
(FDP) SEVEN OAKS AND PRADO DAMS WATER CONSERVATION, CA...... 150,000 - — 150,000 =
SILVER STRAND SHORELINE, CORONADO, CA...........nuunnn —— e 275,000 =
SONOMA COUNTY VERNAL POOLS, CA...........ovvnnnnnnnnns i e 250,000 —

{EDPY" UPPER - GUADALURE RIVER, CA: . oo vviivn vvavsaniseissiiaees 150,000 e 160,000 =
(FOP)~ UPPER: PENITENCIA CREEK;CCALT L. <6 civs vvisesssienisons svessls 250,000 s 250,000 S
(FC) WEST SACRAMENTO, CAL . u i aceiiississnneanivoosiassess s 1,000,000 i 1,000,000
(FDP) WHITEWATER RIVER BASIN, CA......cccvsescaserccnsnsnsns 150,000 = 150,000 =
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
COLORADO
(FDP) BOXELDER, SPRING, AND DRY CREEKS, FT COLLINS, CO...... 100,000 e 100,000 =
CEDP) MANLIOU SPRINGS;, CD. s vie iieiasin v pisin e aisms niie e ses e s s 360,000 s 360,000 s
(FC) RALSTON AND LEYDEN CREEKS, CO.....conveersnnroncsccacs e 150,000 — 150,000
CONNECTICUT
(FDP) CENTRAL CONNECTICUT COASTAL FLOODING, CT.............. 350,000 = 350,000 e
(COM) CONNECTICUT R BSN - NATURAL VALLEY STORAGE, CT, MA, NH 100,000 o] 100,000 e
DELAWARE
(N) C&D CANAL - BALTIMORE HBR CONN CHANNELS, DE & MD (DEEP 250,000 == 250,000 A
(SP) DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, DE & NJ.......cconvenenanaanns 600,000 e 600,000 e
(sP) DELAWARE COAST FROM CAPE HENLOPEN TO FENWICK ISLAND, D 210,000 o 210,000 e
(N) DELAWARE RIVER MAIN CHANNEL DEEPENING, DE, NJ, & PA... Pl 4,000,000 i 4,000,000
FLORIDA
BISCAYNE BAY, ~EL . s unaaanis s i v iasimmmed saeanssies S - 700,000 s
(SP) BREVARD COUNTY, FL....osssncisssnisasissvasansonss oo 130,000 - 130,000 e
(FOP) COAST OF FLORIDA STUDY, FlL....iciiiecacaninnsnanannnns 780,000 o 780,000 e
(SP) COLLIER COUNTY, FL.:.icssivisasinoinaaarsassssvannssnns 100,000 — 100,000 e S
(SP) DAYTONA BEACH SHORES, FL....¢isidscsvnsasasevnsnsnsods 65,000 ——— 65,000 -
FORT PIERCE BEACH, FLiouivessienmsamnotssaosisansnsnans ey i 150,000 S
(FDP) HILLSBORO CANAL, FL,..ccsvssnsovssss B e L e 37,000 ot 37,000 =
HILLSHORD INLETL FL. oo snsommsmn som e oo esss i = 160,000 i
(N) JACKSONVILLE HARBOR Fliamum umeinin ssaze v isuvemseae oo 160,000 i 150,000 s
(BE) MARTIN COUNTY, ELs.siriaasvrianesananaainsainsaaessasas — 282,000 e 282,000
MIAMI RIVER SEDIMENTS ................................. o o e 300,000
(BE) 1t Ve o1 i ] o ISP el it T St A S e 229,000 i o 229,000
(N) PALM VALLEY BRIDGE, FLiyisiarce o ovoe vioinsosiennansonssss s i 980,000 ——— 980,000
(BE) PANAMA CITY BEACHES; FL......comaienieeineassasiesses e 1,280,000 oo 1,280,000
(N) PANAMA CITY HARBOR, FL...:iconnissssnnnsanossonsssnnsana s 850,000 i 850,000
(FDP) PERDIDD KEY, FL...cstssrsnvesnsssnsssnssvosnnnsncnnasss 300,000 e 300,000 mcpe e
(N) PONCE DE LEON INLET, FL..... T I 266,000 5 266,000 i
PORT . EVERGLADE S 410 FL coucarimunwimis o nin ' wiausinis o sys s & e idiniinie s s 48 g — 150,000 s
ST JOHNS RIVER WATER OUALITY FL, idaaiaies ieananiaeaas e e 400,000 s
ST PETERSBURG (SEC: 218) 5Pl i iiivriensnsasavesnssns o e 100,000 o
(N) TAMPA HARBOR, ALAFIA RIVER AND BIG BEND 7 N SR 130,000 e 250,000 s
TAMPA HARBOR, SEDDON CHANNEL, FL..........c.covuunnann. Sy —— 600,000 ——
GEORGIA
ATLANTA COMBINED SEWER OVERFLOW TREATMENT, GA......... —— ——— st 200,000
(BE) GLYNN COUNTY BEACHES, GA.::oansosssocosnsaninsesnsssas acies 200,000 S 200,000
(N) LOWER SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, GA & SC.............0uuann 100,000 = 100,000 e
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
HAWAII
(N) BARBERS POINT HARBOR MODIFICATION, OAHU, HI........... 325,000 i 325,000 e
(N) KIKIAOLA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, KAUAI, HI.........vivuunnn ——— 180,000 ———— 180,000
(N) ICACIMAREAFAUCHARBOR ;. HE ¢ 5 005 000w e imin s simisoisisis s s siss ms ae v =t iy 400,000 —
(FDP) WAILUPE STREAM FLOOD CONTROL STUDY; [GAHU, iHL. ;s ucewvn 330,000 ey 330,000 -
IDAHO
(FDP) LOWER BOISE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES STUDY, ID........... 227,000 —— 227,000 -
ILLINOIS
(FDP) ALEXANDER AND PULASKI COUNTIES, IL.......ciicvunvennns 210,000 = 210,000 S
(RDP) CHICAGO RIVER, NORTH BRANCH (1946 MOD), IL............ 147,000 ] 147,000 e
(BE) CHECACOESHOREEINR TR C i o s aass os e ssasses w—— 1,000,000 v 1,000,000
CEDRY. DESEPEAINE S AR ER LS tasa s inn a5 baod e bn i wssuisbinbime 381,000 . 381,000 =
(RDPX) (FREEPORTS & Th ol (00 a5 o fahous o mn 00000014 5 bm 0w m, b 0 0l 0 s 140,000 =i 140,000 =
ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL, IL.......ccvivvnnnnnnnnanas — - - 500,000
IELINOISISHORELINE EROSION;, Ilcisivicivaesvsenivnvasiin S — 150,000 -
(EDP). SOUTHEASTOCHICAGD,: T . sicaiiviin diviivhvisinssmaais sis 377,000 - 377,000 Ty
(RCP) UPPER MISSISSIPPI & ILLINOIS NAV STUDY, IL,.IA, MN, MO 8,500,000 o 8,500,000 e
CRDRY WAUKESANEHARBOR, Tl o aeie ooas s o e sissazevsisisiain s sisiaiotess siois 35,000 o 35,000 i
INDIANA
(FDP) INDIANAPOLIS, MARION COUNTY (SOUTH), IN.......evcuvnens 250,000 == 250,000 e
(FDP) INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH), IN.......c0i0euuunas 400,000 - 400,000 —
(FDP) INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER, CENTRAL WATERFRONT, IN..... 300,000 =i 300,000 3,700,000
LARE WGEORGE . HOBART ;. \IN. o iiaisais sien ainis sosiaimnssimle v sisisiais 6 = s =L- 200,000
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN (CADY MARSH DITCH), IN..... i e s 310,000
LITTLE CALUMET RINER (BASING. DYERS TN S e rieisiee cinimeni e N 150,000 i
KOONTZ LAKE, IN.oosoooooinsonssinsesseisoesaesesessssess e = 200,000 =
OHIO RIVER SHORELINE FLOOD PROTECTION, IN............. = — 400,000 iz
(EDP) ORANGE-COUNTY' (LOST RIVER), IN....suidswieessnenseianss 243,000 =t 243,000 e
(FDP) ST JOSEPH RIVER, SOUTH BEND, IN.....coeeerssanennasacs 100,000 =it 200,000 ——
(FDP) UPPER TIPPECANOE RIVER BASIN, IN.........c.000uunn. 200,000 —a—— 200,000 ——
(FDP) WABASH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, IN & IL (MIDDLE REAC 155,000 e 300,000 S
WABASH 'RIVER, BREVOORT LEVEE, IN... ../ odcoaidimivees = = 200,000 Sre=se
IOWA
(FC) GREEN BAY LEVEE AND DRAINAGE DIST.........c.vinnnnnnnn i vt 330,000 St
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, IA, IL, & MO.........c00uuun i = 250,000 —
(FC) MUSCATINE ISLAND LEVEE AND DRAINAGE DISTRICT, IA...... R 213,000 LT 213,000
(FC) THURMAN TO HAMBURG, PUMPING FACILITIES, IA............ i 100,000 —nt e
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
KANSAS
(FC) ARKANSAS CITY, KS.ii:iiciswisndmminuninessininesssnniss —— 115,000 = 115,000
(FDPY MARYSVILLE, KS. . .. eme el ARG e e v msiare mn s cminie aie 77,000 e 77,000 Sl
(RCP). ‘SALINA,. KS.owwewen csmessines sewasoes s s esesssazesseaes 200,000 - 200,000 —
(FC) TORPEKAC w KB i s S G ha pn o st i v v S B e B e e 58 % —— e - 225,000
(FDP) TURKEY CREEK BASIN; KS & MO......eiisvessssasisatnnans 100,000 = 100,000 e
(FC) WINFIELD ] K8 at ks s R G et e o ki miain i o 1518 18 14 .o M %, mim e s 284,000 = 284,000
KENTUCKY
(FDP) EAST FORK OF THE LITTLE SANDY RIVER, KY........0o0vnn. 143,000 s 143,000 e
GRAYSON LAKE REALLOCATION STUDY......vvvevvvnnnnannnnn - = 85,000 s
HAZARE:, O o e i ok ta v o il e o e e o e a7 o T e e o s —— S pes e 250,000
KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAM, LOCK ADDITION, KY..........u... Sy T e 2,000,000
(N). MCALPINE LOCKS AND DAM, IN & KY....covvenovensnrnannsss e 2,180,000 S 2,180,000
METROPOLITAN CINCINNATI, NORTHERN KENTUCKY, KY........ e e 100,000 o
(FDP) METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, BEARGRASS CREEK, KY.......... 300,000 Sl 300,000 Sl
(FC) METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, POND CREEK, KY............... — 1,250,000 - 1,250,000
(FDP) SALT \BIVERUBASTING I IS o i ninnisinm sinwia.oie s s ne s swes s s 225,000 s 300,000 Fr=m
(N) UNIONTOWN/OHIO RIVER MAINSTEM STUDY, KY, IL & IN...... 1,500,000 =g 1,500,000 e
LOUISIANA
(FDP) AMITE RIVER AND: TRIBUTARIES, LA...:ccvesecsosassansasse 160,000 AT 160,000 ==
BAYOU LAFOURCHE AND LAFOURCHE-JUMP WATERWAY, LA....... i = erirs e 200,000
(FDP) BOSSIER PARISH, ‘LA, . ..ccesmaing samesseaisiesesss siasaes 830,000 = 830,000 o
(FC) COMITE RIVER, LA.:sssssinvseiiainsosssanrsassasssnsssasas (o= 1,200,000 samaam 1,200,000
(FC) EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH, LA.:.iissoscavsccscnarsonnnss o 500,000 i 500,000
(N) INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY LOCKS, LA........cciuiuiininnnnnns 1,300,000 A 1,300,000 e
(FDP) JEFFERSON = ORLEANS PARISHES, LAVL\ . videieersenassanssss 1,000,000 —— 1,000,000 T
(N) LAKE CHARLES SHIP CHAN, BY-PASS AND GEN ANCHORAGE AREA 300,000 e 300,000 e
MERMENTAU, VERMILLION, & CALCASIEU RIVERS & BAYOU
TECHE ... S id ST iR s Sl S e o sl e e 4 e e s o) ey - 400,000 ———
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER - GULF OUTLET BANK EROSION LA v 400,000 e 400,000 ==
(FDP) OUACHITA PARISH, LA....cctreomsscsssssassesesssmesasss 600,000 CENS 600,000 ———
(FC) WEST BANK - EAST OF HARVEY CANAL, LR cvminwmesamsanaos Ghc= 500,000 s 500,000
MARYLAND
(FDP) ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MD & DC.............. 225,000 = 225,000 ==
(N) BALTIMORE HARBOR ANCHORAGES AND CHANNELS, MD.......... 585,000 st 585,000 o
BALTIMORE METROPOLITAN WATER RESOURCES, MD............ e o 292,000 smme=
MASSACHUSETTS
(N) BOSTON HARBOR,: MA: i aesveevavassams i ess v wiaseeas — 330,000 oy 330,000
BROCTON; 1AL oot e Ui inaisviis alisis W s sse e sissanasss = e 350,000 el
(FC) SAUGUS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MA........cvivinnnnnnnns e 1,640,000 et 1,640,000
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MINNESOTA
(FDR) (CROODKSTON, MM o oo aininies s e als s visiose e s TR e W N 110,000 meren 110,000 =
RED RIVER AT GRAND MARAIS OUTLET, MN....... Wiveleie e e e e e 200,000 —
MISSISSIPPI
(FDP) EAST FORK BASIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION, MS..... 165,000 S 165,000 i
(FDP) HANCOCK, HARRISON AND JACKSON COUNTIES, MS............ 650,000 = 550,000 i
JACKSON COUNTY INDUSTRIAL WATER SUPPLY, MS............ - e 40,000 i
(FDP) JACKSON METROPOLITAN AREA, MS....tveesennanasuaessans 400,000 e 400,000 =
LOWNDES COUNTY PORT BARGE FLEETING AREA............... == oy 50,000 e
(FDP) - PASCAGOULA RIVER BASIN, MS..........iiiiiiunnnnrannnnn 260,000 e 260,000 e
MISSOURI
(FC) BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY, MO........ccnevvnnennns s 350,000 —— 350,000
(FC) COLOWATER S CREEK (MO i G Jdne s s ais s s nisiais ainns v esss sass o 48,000 e 48,000
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER, VICINITY OF ST LOUIS, MO........... 50,000 B e 50,000 s
(RCP) MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, UNIT L-246, CUTOFF LAKE, . 125,000 o 125,000 ——
(FC) RIVERIDES PERES, MO e e vavsiiaaae s ey waiiases sees mme 300,000 = 300,000
ST OIS, REGTONG /MO, S0 it int Gliilas o s d i fivel avilaies - i 800,000 T
STE GENEVIEEVE S MM S0 4 oo cianin o araininisio s siomsnanassssssssos e —— L 3,200,000
(FDP) SWOPE PARK INDUSTRIAL AREA, KANSAS CITY, MO........... 59,000 airE 59,000 LR
NEBRASKA
(FOP) 'ANTELOPE CREEK, ILINCOLN, NE. ! iseeos dicasssaosasesnoss 15,000 == 15,000 ——
(FDP) 'BURT-WASHINGTON COUNTIES, NE.....i ccesascaisssevadnsas 125,000 e 125,000 .
(FC) WOOD" RIVER, GRAND ISLAND, NE.::scasdvaaniainniasanvaas s 109,000 e 109,000
NEVADA
CEDRY. BATTLE MOUNTATIN . NV, o ol o, s oo e m s s s oim-e8es0m s s 350,000 s 350,000 e
(FDP) LAS VEGAS WASH AND TRIBUTARIES, PITTMAN WASH, NV...... 350,000 T 350,000 =
LOWER (TRUCKEE Y RIVER SNV v s v e ve s dddiv s 0 s A s s ea e aiae s e i 400,000 e
(FC) TROPICANA AND FLAMINGO WASHES, NV............ovvnunnn. = 3,685,000 e 3,685,000
NEW JERSEY
(N) ARTHUR KILL CHNL EXTENSION-CARTERET, NJ TO HOWLAND HOO 200,000 s 200,000 i
(sP) BARNEGAT INLET TO LITTLE EGG INLET, NJ................ 350,000 S 350,000 o
(SP) BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET, NJ........ 380,000 S 380,000 ey
(SP) CAPE -MAY - POINT, Nl o o vnvmis o vinn oo vooimn sseisai s sae e 250,000 — ey ——
(N) DELAWARE RIVER COMPREHENSIVE NAVIGATION STUDY, NJ, PA. 158,000 s 158,000 =S
HACKENSACK RIVER BASIN, NJ & NY.....voiitiannancanaenes == e 400,000 i
(SP) LOWER ICARPE MAY MEADOWS, NJ....coceeenrenarunamoossnsnss 490,000 e 740,000 =
(FC) LOWER SADDLE RIVER, BERGEN COUNTY s N o vivivnecwma s it 1,300,000 o 1,300,000
(FDP) MANASQUAN RIVER BASIN M s i s amim e wmleesiaieaes wneee 140,000 " 140,000 it
(N) NEW YORK HBR AND ADJACENT CHANNELS, CLAREMONT TERMINAL il 500,000 more 500,000
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PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
PASSAIC RIVER MAINSTEM, NJis.iovuvvasssosinesinsinsese R i M 17,000,000

(SP) RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, NJ.......covuvunnnnnnn 320,000 - 320,000 s
RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ........ s = ey 2,800,000

SOUTH RIVER AT OLD BRIDGE AND SAYREVILLE, NJ.......... e e 500,000 e

(sP) TOWNSENDS INLET TO CAPE MAY INLET, NJ.....cocvvennnnnn, 480,000 pete 490,000 s=re

NEW MEXICO
FDP) ALBUQUERQUE ARROYOS, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES, NM... 100,000 iy 100,000 sysaivn
(FDP) ESPANOLA VALLEY, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES, NM....... 130,000 —— 130,000 e e
(FOP) LAS CRUCES, EL PASO AND VICINITY, WMo oaicisisviiasinini s 70,000 e 70,000 ———
(FDP) RIO RANCHO, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES. L A SR N SR 300,000 - 300,000 i
(FDP) ROCKY ARROYO/DARK CANYON, PECOS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 380,000 i 390,000 -
(FDP) SAN JUAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NM.......... s e e 450,000 = 450,000 e
NEW YORK

(RCP) ADDISON, INY. ooos saiseinsionsalseesnsssinesssssssssssessssss 160,000 S 160,000 -
ARTHUR KILL CHANL-HOWLAND HOOK MARINE TRMNL, NY & NJ. i = e 500,000

EAST RINERGUNY 2 S s e e s S v s B 4 avavie s 4/ sl Sabiee was — = 500,000 AEE
HUDSON RIVER HABITAT RESTORATION MY owignimwopemas s Sme e 300,000 i

(SP) JAMAICA BAY, MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEAGH, (NY. cooivimwe s 200,000 o 200,000 i
(N) LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR  ENY G e o e b e s st oo sie el 325,000 G 325,000 i
(SP) LONG 'BEACH: TSLAND NY o woseveiiivainaiiinsiniosssinasniisssi 80,000 oy 90,000 -
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR ANCHORAGE AREAS, NY.......:oienunrnenn 200,000 - 200,000 ot
NORTH SHORE: OF LONG ISLAND . NY. . .coninsnressssnsssneass i AT 500,000 i

(SPE) ONONDAGA LAKE, NY (SEC 401, P L 101-596)....0c00uueunn 100,000 S 100,000 ——
(N) RARITAN BAY ANCHORAGES, NY AND NJ CHANNELS, NY & NJ... 200,000 gmane 200,000 o)
(SPE) REYNOLD'S CHANNEL AND NEW YORK STATE BOAT CHANNEL, NY. 350,000 —— 350,000 ——
SOUTH SHORE OF STATEN ISLAND, NY...cicivevssnsnnnasses st e 475,000 o
YONKERS SHORELINE; NY.iccisrnosversosnissesnrbrovnsvesse i e 400,000 e

NORTH CAROLINA

(FC) BRUNSWICK COUNTY BEACHES, OCEAN .ISLE BEACH PORTION, NC = 216,000 i 216,000
(N) CAPE FEAR-NORTHEAST (CAPE FEAR) RIVER, NC............. 1,100,000 S 1,100,000 e
(SP) DARE: .COUNTY 'BEACHES!, NC... s ¢ ouvmiane simeiasienins emnsissionees 210,000 ——— 210,000 i
(BE) FORT FISHER.AND, VICINITY, NC....cssnusisvasssscsssacss e 338,000 =S 338,000
LOCKWOODS: FOLLY 'RIVERS INC. . icviaie s oismeie oy sisainaiem sy ve ——— = 50,000 m—
MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC........icivivivosnssasasns s S e S 158,000

(FC) SUGAR CREEK BASIN, NC & SC.......cvetveennnsccnssansy — 656,000 ——— 656,000
(N) WILMINGTON HARBOR OCEAN BAR, NC............c0nnvnnnnnn e 734,000 e 734,000
(N) WILMINGTON HARBOR, CHANNEL WIDENING, NC............... e 660,000 — 660,000

NORTH DAKOTA

CPDR)  GRAND. FORKST- N o aonsoresinw oo immie i oo i o st s aine iy o 325,000 e 325,000 P
(FDP) LEWIS AND CLARK LAKE, NE & SD AND LAKE SAKAKAWEA, ND.. 50,000 e 50,000 o
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
OHIO

(FDP) DAYTON, OH (MIAMI RIVER BASIN)........ciiiineennncnnas 300,000 ——— 300,000 —_—
LAKE ERIE TO OHIO RIVER, OH & PA......ciessssvcennns i i o 600,000 S

(FC) METROPOLITAN REGION OF CINCINNATI, DUCK CREEK, OH, KY. T 430,000 S 490,000

OKLAHOMA
(FDP) BIRD CREEK BASIN, OK:i..ovennssivansnsasesssnssssnasse 400,000 o= 400,000 —
{FPP) NORTH CANADIAN RIVER, OK...voeicesssassncnsnsncseesers 125,000 ey 125,000 S
OREGON

(FDP} AMAZON=CREEK WEELANDS G IOR: ..« visiinsndosiysiidescsns 150,000 Sz 150,000 A
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER NAVIGATION CHANNEL DEEPENING, OR & WA.. 1,000,000 e 1,000,000 ==
(MP) COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY FISHING ACCESS SITES, OR & WA... by 641,000 et 641,000
(N) CO0S BAY, OR (DEEP DRAFT NAVIGATION) ...:ouvvvasnnnnnses = 830,000 = 830,000
{FDP) JOHNSONUCREERD CORS 5 L o on smiinls ateta s icw s v mimisin sin e e uiee aie as 285,000 ——— 285,000 ———
(FDP) MIDDLE FORK WILLAMETTE FISHERY RESORATION, OR......... 400,000 —— 400,000 ekt
(FDP) SOUTH SANTIAM FISHERY RESTORATION, OR.......cvvununnns 300,000 —— 300,000 v
TRESTLE ‘BAY RESTORATION, GOR:wa . csemeaeinnsen asensisasas T e 100,000 P

(FDP) WILLAMETTE RIVER TEMPERATURE CONTROL, OR............u. 700,000 ot 700,000 ——
(FC) WILLANMET TE  RINERBASIENSBEVIEW. | . o oo oo onins sonimessnmes T ———— 130,000 -

PENNSYLVANIA

BROADNTORUREGTION,  PAG G lilativind i's s diatangs o e aeme s as o . i ——— e 400,000

(FC) CHARTIERSHCREEK ;) PA, o o5 5 oiaiaraicio Jimiaia oe o oiaie o s 0 wiin's siam ve S 250,000 R 260,000
(FC) CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PA (REALLOCATION).....coevuvrunnnss —— 283,000 e 283,000
SJUNIATA RIVER BASIN, PA, .eiiosinivasevassesosssssesss il S 450,000 ——
LACKAWANNA RIVER CORRIDOR, PA......ccvcevvvennnnnnnans — — 300,000 ———

(FC) LACKAWANNA RIVER, OLYPHANT, PA........c0ienunn-an S - 275,000 s 275,000
(FC) LACKAWANNA RIVER, SCRANTON, PA..........ciuvuennnnnnns et 553,000 T 553,000
(FDR) EEHIGHCRIVER BASTN, BRI oo iiiiomiaisiers:s stosiesinie s prsms sppie e s 290,000 e 290,000 ey
(N) LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4, MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA...... w——— 4,400,000 g 4,400,000
(EDR) NIt TONSMBACR s s alsriats wie wie e s /s fatate s ors e o e i s ie e @i ve 250,000 T 250,000 —
(FC) SR IS RN ST o0 o 500k s novn vd b s s s s e Rl &% d s B Re i Ve i 460,000 =i 460,000
(FDP) SCHYULKILL RIVER BASIN, SCHUYLKILL HAVEN AREA, PA..... 170,000 — 170,000 ——
(FDP) SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN FISH RESTORATION, PA, NY & MD. 300,000 o 300,000 acese sl
(FC) WYOMING VALLEY (LEVEE RAISING), PA.........ccicennnnnn e 818,000 Freir 818,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING

PUERTO RICO

(FC) ARECIBO RIVER, PR...tweosasinsisinosses oh W R S e o 400,000 =g 400,000
(FC) RIO DE EA PLATA; PR e o e sineme s oo sie e s - 231,000 —— 575,000
(FC) RIO GRANDE IDE LOIZAGPR, e ivh sevnassinsansmnssnsssnss e 800,000 —— 800,000
(FBR) RIO0AUANBUTIBRO, (PR oo xiviee sivsimms s vinsiveine s sinson e e s 256,000 = 306,000 ——
(FDP) '"RIONNIGUA AT ‘SALINAS, PRI Sl s atalves simeisanaoe we sy es 100,000 ot 100,000 o
(N) SANSIUAN HARBEIRG SFR & 080 oo aoral s/ 0aen o n e o0 ater e e u e o/ aia il 1,208,000 v 1,208,000
SOUTH CAROLINA

(N) CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC (DEEPENING/WIDENING)............ 725,000 — 725,000 —
(FDP) CHARLESTON STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION, SC.........000vennn 370,000 ——— 370,000 ———

POCOTALIGO RIVER AND SWAMP, S8C...........ocnscncnssnse i ey 400,000 o
(SP) SOUTH CAROLINA SHORES, NORTH PORTION, SC.............. 188,000 i 188,000 i

SOUTH DAKOTA
(FC) ABERDEEN AND VICINITY . "SR s vnorvapsrvosensasesosenen o 160,000 i 150,000
(FC) BIG SIDUX RIVER, SIOUX FALLS, SD...ccevavesviossnsnass e 300,000 ey 300,000
(SPE) JAMES RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL, SD.........c0nun P e . 30,000 = 30,000 -
(RCP) OAHE DAM TO LAKE SHARPE, SD....... satsssssssassssasans 250,000 e 250,000 ———
{FC) WATERTWN AND VICINITY; SD.oaolonoloocolo-!oaol--a-co- =i 370‘000 i 370.000
TENNESSEE
BLACK FOX, OAKLAND SPRINGS WETLAND AREA............... ——— i 90,000 iy
KNOXVILLE , Tl oo t.0:00.0 86 88 0000000008 5.00-00:0.0078 8,0 808,00 48 9,0 4 - - 250,000 -
TEXAS

(FDP) BOWIE COUNTY LEVEE: TXSIImrticiaai s elesia e b siss e s 75,000 o 75,000 e
(FC) BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, SEX . oo e voimm ve oo s taie, st nas e 1,000,000 o 1,000,000
(RCP) BUFFALO BAYOU & TRIBUTARIES - ADDICKS & BARKER RESERVO 400,000 = 400,000 e

COLONIAS ALONG U.S.-MEXICO BORDER, TX......ovvuuuuuenn il Pz 300,000 e
(N) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TX......ov0cvecnsennnises 464,000 e 464,000 s
(FC) CYPRESS CREEK CHOUSTON IR o o rominimns mm o 80s wonse 8 n  sim i 500,000 i 500,000

GCYPRESS WALEEY WATERSHEE, TX6 ox o0 om0 o ovsvns ey ——— i 600,000 i
(FC) DALLAS FLOODWAY EXTENSION, TRINITY RIVER PROJECT, TX.. == 700,000 e 700,000
(RCP) FERRELLS BRIDGE DAM - LAKE O' THE PINES, TX........... 325,000 = 325,000 .
(RCP) GIWW — ARANSAS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE, TX........... 939,000 —— 939,000 —
(RCP) GIWW - CORPUS CHRISTI BAY TO PORT ISABEL, TX.......... 225,000 =< 225,000 -

GIWW - HIGH ISLAND TO BRAZOS RIVER, TX....vocescrnncas M - 300,000 i
(FDP) GRAHAM, TX (BRAZOS. RIVER BASIN)........cctiveennnneasns 100,000 e .100, 000 e
(FC) GREENS: BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX.iessiiecaiososnnnssaneassse m———— 800,000 i 800,000
(N) HOUSTON - GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, TX........... e 692,000 Sy 692,000

JEFFERSON COUNTY, HTX . bls e ot b as aemseecsesensensosses —— —— 300, 000 ——
(FDP) LOWER TRINITY RIVER BASIN; TX.:s.senesssnasnmeasessros 500,000 = 500,000 i

NECHES RIVER AND TRIBS, SALT WATER BARRIER, TX........ —— ——— 200,000 =
(FDP) NORTH BOSQUE RIVER WATERSHED, TX....ceiievioncasnsnnas 450,000 — 450,000 -
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
(FDPY  PECAN BRIDBSUAKE S TR S00d (i SOIARN | (L0005 s bivms s scnis 265,000 - 265,000 -
(FOP) PLAINVIEW, BRAZOS RIVER BASIN, TX...uvovesovesoeennens 400,000 -—- 400,000 e
(N) = SABINE - NECHES WATERWAY, CHANNEL TO ORANGE, TX....... 265,000 - 265,000 -
(FC): ' SHOAL CREBICTAIBTING TI. 035 (i cvts BVl daonibosssonsses -— 213,000 —e 213,000
(FC)| ' SOUTH MATN. CHANNELS ST, Lia o ohisisvels st uisinis siossnens s --- 1,500,000 --- 1,500,000
(FDP) UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX....iovvurenueonnonnennans 830,000 - 830,000 -—-

UTAH
(FOP) SEVIER RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, UT.......c.vvnveenennnns 200,000 -—- 200,000 -—-
VERMONT
(FDP) WINOOSKI RIVER AND TRIBUTAIRES, ICE FLOW, VT.......... 169,000 e 169,000 ---
VIRGINIA
(SPE) CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE, HAMPTON, VA........ceoruuens 250,000 - 250,000 -—-
(SPE) JAMES RIVER BASIN FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION STUDY, 250,000 - 250,000 -
SANDBRIPEEEEREH, VK., oo siionis 4 5.6 5000 505 4 40 455400 &35 o s -— - - 780,000
(BE)  VIRGINIA BEACH, VA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)............. --- 2,000,000 --- 2,000,000
WASHINGTON
(SPE) CHIEF JOSEPH POOL RAISING, WA.......cooneenuennernnans 535,000 e 535,000 ---
(RCP) HOWARD HANSON DAM (ADDITIONAL STORAGE), WA............ 350,000 -— 350,000 -—
(FOP)  "NOOKSRENKRIVER, WA, .ot cnsoohss s s ememssanesewsssnees 250,000 —ee 250,000 e
FORY " SKAGET RIUER, WA. .. ... vvnst iosenssonsnsssnnsseessns 382,000 -— 382,000 -—-
WEST VIRGINIA e
(FC)  ISLAND CREEK AT LOGAN, WV......oivvuuruuennnennennnnns - 225,000 oo 225,000
JENUENGS RANDOLPH LAKE, WWev oo ssisvvsesonssssssosssosss - -—- 400,000 -—
(COM) KANAWHA RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, WV (MARLINTON/GREEN 324,000 e 324,000 --
(N) = KANAWHA RIVER NAVIGATION, WV......eeouenuonnnennennens 309,000 o 309,000 -
(N)  MARMET LOCKS AND DAM, WV. . .....eouveuuannanneenneanans --- 1,878,000 --- 1,878,000
MONONGAHELA RIVER COMPREHENSIVE, WV.......covvvuuennn. - — 600,000 -—
A AT e R e S S 400,000 e 400,000 -
WEST VIRGINIA COMPREHENSIVE, WV......ovououinsununsnnn — -—- 500,000 -—
WISCONSIN
LOWER KINNICKINNIC RIVER, MILWAUKEE, WI............... -— - 200,000 -
MIEWAUKEENARBOR WL, v o5 50s s o o aneios pavie sasipasin e o 200,000 ot
57 e e | e S R e B R A e e 100,000 - 100,000
WYOMING
(FOP) JACKSON HOLE RESTORATION, WY.......v0veuuenneonaannnns 438,000 - 438,000 e
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET ESTIMATES CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE
PROJECT INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS PLANNING
REVIEW OF AUTHORIZED PROJECTS
COORDINATION STUDIES WITH OTHER AGENCIES.............. 9,340,000 — 9,340,000 —
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA
MISCELLANEOUS

COASTAL FIELD DATA COLLECTION..........cciciennnanaanns 3,600,000 = 4,000,000 ———
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA STUDIES......vvvvnvnncnnennnnnannns 150,000 S 150,000 e
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICE PARTNERSHIPS.............c.000un. 1,500,000 | 1,500,000 =
FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES............0cn0euunnnn 7,600,000 = 7,600,000 e
FLOOD PLAIN STUDIES, MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI......... = k. 2,000,000 L ]
GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION PLANS (SEC. 401).......... ——— e 250,000 ==t
HARBORS - DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL AREA STUDY........ 1,000,000 e 1,000,000 e
HYDROLOGIC STUDIES... eosesnsetsvenerscssnsassensensns 490,000 i 90,000 ———
INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES....covssusvscnancssassnnas 500,000 e 500,000 e
PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATEHER SERVICE)..... 500,000 e 500,000 =t
REMOTE SENSING/GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT. . 250,000 —— 250,000 m——
SEC. 219 ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS........ e i 1,500,000 s
SEC. 307 WATER QUALITY PROJECTS.,....couvvesssnnnnnnses el e 2,000,000 e
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS.......... 250,000 s 250,000 b=
STREAM GAGING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY)......... o sieas 690,000 e 690,000 e
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMSS o v vt viss vo moidm st svssinss samens 900,000 ge= 800,000 et
TOTAL  wwivraaaniaiin:aies o mhhd s shasaeia ee o wsels d e b ate beaie e 17,430,000 e 23,580,000 e
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT .o ¢ o vovanontosasonasasiassans 32,700,000 - 33,000,000 Jerei
SUBTOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS................ 122,374,000 61,430,000 153,271,000 96,797,000
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ -26,204,000 et -42,528,000 e
TOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS........convvvsnsns 96,170,000 61,430,000 110,743,000 96,797,000

TYPE OF PROJECT:

(N) NAVIGATION

(BE) BEACH EROSION CONTROL

(FC) FLOOD CONTROL

(MP) MULTIPURPOSE, INCLUDING POWER
(SP) SHORELINE PROTECTION

(FDP) FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION

(RCP) REVIEW OF COMPLETED PROJECT

(RDP) REVIEW OF DEFERRED PROJECT
(COMP) COMPREHENSIVE
(SPEC) SPECIAL
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

October 22, 1993

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
ALABAMA
(N) BAYOU (LA BATRE;  Alodis iresdlas s o el e s i s p as piatats 2,200,000 2,200,000
(N) BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS VICINITY OF JACKSO 2,000,000 2,000,000
(N) TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY WILOLIFE MITIGATION, AL 15,000,000 15,000,000
(FC) VILLAGE CREEK, JEFFERSON COUNTY, AL......... & v ey iy 1,500,000 1,500,000
WILLIAM BACON OLIVER LOCK AND DAM, AL..... e v e 58 ——r 4,000,000
ALASKA
BETHEL ; Al oo i e o s s idameaie pam e i 5 s ot 2,000,000
(N) KODIAK HARBOR, AK....cvo0vcosssnesrsssescsosssnssssres 400,000 400,000
(N) SITKA HARBOR, AK..... W v e e e e e e e 6,000,000 6,000,000
ARIZONA
(FC) CLIFTON; AZ.i s avees §E e T I e ST e 3,700,000 3,700,000
(FC) HOLBROOK, AZ........ BErs U S N S F oy cessass 1,600,000 1,600,000
NOGALES WASH, AZ.. ceveserionssnss P . - 200,000
RILLITO RIVER. AZ. . .veasmsusvesss o SR Sa A e (B R R —r 4,200,000
ARKANSAS
(MP) BEAVER LAKE, AR (DAM SAEETY) ...:::esssiciassiasonssesasas 10,000,000 10,000,000
BEAVER LAKE, AR, ENVIRONMEMTAL INFRASTRUCTURE......... ——— 3,000,000
(MP) BEAVER LAKE, AR (WATER QUALITY ENHANCEMENT)........... 525,000 525,000
(MP) DARDANELLE LOCK AND DAM (POWERHOUSE), AR (MAJOR REHAB) 2,500,000 2,500,000
(N) MCCLELLAN - KERR ARK RVR NAV SYSTEM, LOCKS AND DAMS, A 11,100,000 11,100,000
RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, AR............. s S 3,500,000
RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM LEVEE & BANK STABIL, AR... s 3,500,000
CALIFORNIA
COYOTE AND BERRYESSA CREEKS, CA....... o478 n e nln (o e o wnla S 4,000,000
(FC) GUADALUPE RIVER, CA.:icvsooinsnanosiossssiaosaosssessnses 14,400,000 14,400,000
(FC) MARYSVILLE/YUBA CITY LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA........ : 800,000 800,000
(FC) MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, CA..... vesesses s dnsssenasenns 1,100,000 1,100,000
MORRO BAY HARBOR, CA..cicevanasnsisssserosonessnnsssnns a 450,000
(N) OAKLAND HARBOR, CA.................................... 1,200,000 1,200,000
(FC) REDBANK AND FANCHER CREEKS A L A e 500,000 500,000
(N) RICHMOND HARBOR, CA. . vsvrsvvsssossnnns siere e mie ane e n 550,000 550,000
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT T i = 2,500,000 2,500,000
SACRAMENTO RIVER DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL, CA........... —di 100,000
SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT (GCID), CA..... ——— 400,000
SACRAMENTO URBAN AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA........ ——— 500,000
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, CA (DEF CORR). 2,350,000 2,350,000
(N) SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTON, CA......cvvevvensncnnns 750,000 750,000
(FC) SAN. LUIS REY RIVER, CA...osessecsenernesnconsrossonsnss 6,792,000 6,792,000
(FC) SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA........ e LR 120,000,000 118,750,000
(FC) SANTA PAULA CREER: ©Av v ety v aos eiorie win aviliaivisshedess o 5 wlanee 645,000 645,000
SONOMA BAYLANDS WETLANDS RESTORATION, CAivionssovavasa sy 4,000,000
(N) VENTURA HARBOR, CA......... P o L L 4,838,000 4,838,000
(FC) WILDCAT AND SAN PABLO CREEKS, CA...... RN B ie by o o8- b > 2,739,000 2,739,000
(E) YOLO BASIN WETLANDS, SACRAMENTO RIVER, S ON. 0 L5 e 2,063,000 2,063,000
COLORADO
(FC) ALAMOSA, CO.ovsovanoaaeninsasionnesnioes o snssssasiss 800,000 800,000
DELAWARE
(FC) DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION; DE. .. .civwaes aassiviis oo 185,000 185,000
FLORIDA
(N) CANAVERAL HARBOR DEEPENING, FL........iiivvnevnsnnnns 4,996,000 4,996,000
CANAVERAL HARBOR SAND BYPASS, FL....... i 4,800,000
(FC) CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL......ivinenvsncnnanns 7,600,000 17,850,000
(FC) DADE COUNTY, FLoveialliyooivatessns s asiaiss duiass e s 2,800,000 2,800,000
(BE) DUVAL COUNTY, FL..cccicevsinessonennsnorsnssnssnonna s 8,590,000 8,590,000
(N) FORT PIERCE HARBOR, FLi:iovsnvssvvsssnnnsnavissasnsans 1,600,000 400,000
(FC) FOUR RIVER BASINS, FL...ccvvoves . 2,000,000 2,000,000

KISSIMMEE RIVER, FL...

5,000.000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
(BE) LEE COUNTY, FL (REIMBURSEMENT)........ccvuuunn o¥sinieTen 1,760,000 1,760,000
MANATEE HARBOR Fleoiois WAL T SO e e e e T e 3,000,000
MELALEUCA QUARANTINE FACILITY Pl vasamaaami e S e sk 1,000,000
(N) MIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FL.............. G0 ae e hace AT 1,500,000 1,500,000
PALM BEACH COUNTY BEACHES (OCEAN RIDGE), FL........... ——— 200,000
(BE) PINELLAS COUNTY, FL....... RGeS RN S P 400,000 1,900,000
GEORGIA
(MP) RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA & SC.......cvvvuunn 10,000,000 10,000,000
HAWAII
(FC) ALENAIO STREAM, HAWAII, HI. RN e R 3,578,000 3,578,000
(N) KAWAIHAE SMALL BOAT HARBOR, "HAWAII, RI....... L or 4,210,000 4,210,000
(N) MAALAEA HARBOR, MAUI, I SR X i e R AT AR e 4,640,000 4,640,000
ILLINOIS
(FC) ALTON TO GALE ORGANIZED LEVEE DISTRICT, IL & MO (DEF C 500,000 500,000
CASINO BEACH, IL...csvevcessoeroananns P e e ke 820,000
(FC) EAST SYOUOUYE. “Thoo oo smmenmseasiany o] e a4 v 7,000,000 7,000,000
(N) FOUR LOCKS, ILLINOIS WATERWAY, IL (MAJOR REHAB)....... 65,200,000 5,200,000
(N) LOCK AND DAM 13, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (MAJOR REHAB).. 5,060,000 5,060,000
(N) LOCK AND DAM 15, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (MAJOR REHAB).. 11,330,000 11,330,000
(N) LOCK AND DAM 25, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL & MO (MAJOR REH 1,600,000 1,600,000
(FC) LOVES PARK, IL....... did s ad e e e 3 ealey e e S G e 4,200,000 4,200,000
MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, IL.........civnunnunnn e 13,000,000
(N) MELVIN PRICE LOCK AND DAM, IL & MO......ovcvnvrnnnnnnnns 20,350,000 7,850,000
OHARE RESERVOTIR: Tk vsnieesn e w/an s v w s ssae i bandss —mame 5,000,000
(N) OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, IL & AR S es hy hs 110,314,000 110,314,000
(N) UPPER MISS RIVER SYSTEM ENV MGMT PROG, IL, IA, MO, MN. 18,455,000 19,455,000
INDIANA
(FC) EVANSVIERES TENG s saimte s s B mara v iata  sia aTa B0 2 W shpra 8 e e e s S 500,000 500,000
FORT WAYNE METROPOLITAN AREA ING e i von e e mmasss - 500,000
(FC) ELTTEECALUMET RIVER; INGoisicivs vases o Siw, grate e Tees che 16,000,000 16,000,000
IOWA
DES MOINES RECREATIONAL RIVER AND GREENBELT, IA....... i 2,700,000
(N) MISSOURI RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE MITIGATION, IA, NE, K 11,800,000 11,800,000
(FC) MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, IA, NE, KS & MO.......... 1,000,000 1,000,000
(FC) PERRY CREEK, IA. .. iaisnienssscssonnsniosnossanenssss 3,000,000 3,000,000
THURMAN TO HAMBURG, PUMPING FACILITIES, IA............ = 825,000
(FC) MEST DES MOINES, DES MOINES, IA..sevsvrens vomannsresos 2,070,000 2,070,000
KENTUCKY
(FC) ERANKFORT , ~SOUTH. FRANKFORT): "KY. o vaio s siianin sioieois wid aininiar 1,750,000 1,750,000
SALYERSVILLE, KY. . ivesenosivnersnssosassiosscnse casae e 1,000,000
(FC) YATESVILUE EAKE, KY s enesemioses o ge seas s somsas aaon v 1,400,000 1,400,000
LOUISIANA
(FC) ALOHA = RIGOLETTE, LA..ivieounavenvosasavenaainsinsnina 2,967,000 2,967,000
LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN STORM WATER DISCHARGE.............. ke 2,000,000
(FC) LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY, LA (HURRICANE PROTECT 9,619,000 24,119,000
LAKE 'PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY, LA (JEFFERSON PARISH) v 200,000
(FC) LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION).... 2,977,000 2,977,000
OUACHITA RIVER LEVEES, LA...uvevvesennenenns L A L s 6,300,000
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER - GULF OUTLET, LA......... R (AL 1,500,000 1,500,000
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF TO BATON ROUGE, L 6,161,000 6,161,000
(FC) NEW ORLEANS TO VENICE, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)...... 1,233,000 1,233,000
(N) RED RIVER WATERWAY, MISSISSIPPI RIVER TO SHREVEPORT, L 32,847,000 145,000,000
(FC) WESTWEGO TO HARVEY CANAL, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)... 5,770,000 5,770,000
MAINE

ST. JOHN RIVER (IRRIG/CONSERV)....vovuuevnnnnnnnnnnnnns - 252,000
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SR
MARYLAND
ANACOSTIA RIVER, MDD & DCLiul oisvieielaieiesaobdntarotatane ahalware e Tatete —
MASSACHUSETTS
(FC) TOWN BROOK, QUINCY AND BRAINTREE, MA........0ootevuurns 11,400,000
MICHIGAN
CLINTON RIVER SPILLWAY, MI.......covvuune o e a7 e iaVaie” W —-—
MINNESOTA
(FC) BASSETT .CREEK, MNR...cicoscssess A PR T Afgrep 1,050,000
(FC) CHASKA, MN. O e L e L 5,600,000
(N) DULUTH - SUPERIDR CHANNEL EXTENSION MN & WL vieamaarie 886,000
(FC) ROCHESTER, MN..... P e (= i e P A o R 22,130,000
SILVER BAY HARBOR, MN ........ TR T TR ey T T —
(FC) ST PAUL NN Gl v oweoies e Rhte s St ala e i se wa b SIS s . 3,651,000
STILLWATER. MN............ SR LRy e e e e . e
MISSISSIPPI
(N) GULEEPORTEHARBOR . NS, ..o d Bdians Bosaitd s ald ool aisid e & slaye st aa 7,000,000
PASCAGOULACHABOR,. MS. U5l itiviled e tials siewid s o slsra dote o alble alaie —-—
SOWASHEE CREEK, MS...... ......................... SN —
(FC) TOMBIGBEE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES MS B AL 2T cndstvinsy 5,000,000
MISSOURI
(FC) BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO...... 565 5 LT e e @ 16,900,000
(FC) BRUSH CREER, KANSAS CITY, MO.c..iicoiaieivnisansennns i 5,200,000
(FC) CAPE GIRARDEAU - WACKEING MO G a0 e w i eia e aratain a is BT Sl 7,800,000
(FC) MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VALLEY PARK LEVEE MO,..... T 3,489,000
(N) MISS RIVER BTWN THE OHIO AND MO RIVERS (REG WORKS), MO 4,535,000
NEBRASKA .
(FC) MISSOURI NATIONAL RECREATIONAL RIVER, NE & SD......... ) 74,000
(FC) PAPILLION CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES LAKES, NE......ovsvses 2,881,000
NEVADA
TROPICANA AND FLAMINGO WASHES, NV......vvivniereennnnns ——
NEW JERSEY
MOLLY ANN'S BROOK, NJ..:ccuviinenn (e —
NEW YORK HARBOR & ADJACENT CHANNELS "PORT JERSEY NJ. —
SALEM RIVER =N S o35 5055 sonamdn win kv susis o s 6.6 P i g
(BE) SANDY HOOK TO BARNEGAT i) sl et Rl SR R T b S 34,800,000
NEW MEXICO
(FC) ACEQUIAS IRRIGATION SYSTEM, NM.......ooivvrnnenns vatee s 2,000,000
(FC) AL AMOGORBION NN 20764 0100780 R 8 e 07 e ) 0 b o A AL 0,000
(FC) COCHITI - NETEIELDS , (NN oo s winamii o v ralsbiethsm ble s s s sbaThr Y 10,552,000
(FC) MIDDLE RIO GRANDE FLOOD PROTECTION, BERNALILLO TO BELE 2,125,000
(FC) RIO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN ACACIA TO BOSQUE DEL APACHE, . 9,000,000
NEW YORK
(BE) ATLANTIC COAST OF NYC, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NORTON POINT, 8,756,000
EAST ROCKAWAY INLET-ROCKAWAY INLET & JAMAICA BAY, NY.. iy
(N) KILL VAN KULL AND NEWARK BAY CHANNEL, NY & NJ......... 28,500,000
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR COLLECTION AND REMOVAL OF DRIFT, NY &. 2,800,000
(FC) NORTH ELLENVIELE, SNY' (DEEICORRIN < 8o s sormivu smvi s wibiea i 1,900,000

ONONDAGA LAKE STORM WATER DISCHARGE.....
ROCHESTER HARBOR, NY...civeionaesenionns

..............
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CONFERENCE
ALLOWANCE
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886,000
22,130,000
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7,000,000

800,000
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3,489,000
4,535,000

74,000
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3,000,000

1,000,000
1,500,000
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400,000
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2,000,000
4,000,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
NORTH CAROLINA
(N) AIWW - REPLACEMENT OF FEDERAL HIGHWAY BRIDGES, NC..... 4,550,000 4,550,000
(FC) CAROLINA BEACH AND VICINITY, NC.......... L e 350,000 350,000
(FC) EALLS LA b N s o v el s bral mfeas sialis a svate. oy sl e se il an oo & lhvaichwen 4,000,000 4,000,000
LAKE GASTON AQUATIC VEGETATION NC & VA 2R i g ey e — 0,000
(N) MOREHEAD CITY FARBOR; NG o aa i s s e b aia e e e e aate o 7,020,000 7,020,000
(BE) WEST ONSLOW BEACH AND NEW RIVER INLET, NC............. 110,000 110,000
WILMINGTON HARBOR OCEAN BAR, NC....................... — 5,266,000
(FC) WRIGHTSVILLE BEACH, NC................................ 1,000,000 1,000,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC) LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, ND (DAM SAFETY)...... 1,300,000 1,300,000
(FC) LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, ND (MAJOR REHAB)..... 800, 000 800,000
(FC) o] T SR S TS s T | MR S o el e g e el 400,000 400,000
(FC) SOURIS: 'RIVER BASIN, ND. coansaves sowns aamneie s as sms faes 9,200,000 9,200,000
OHIO
(FC) MILL CREEK, HOM Ly w28l S i il baa D a Rt ko betlls 200 1,900,000 1,900,000
WEST COROMBUS : OH. ¢ ool s 5a 80es vaeiaelein s i s g srare eie e als e 9,000,000
OKLAHOMA
(FC) ER O REER S e B B IR ca a1l B im0/ s a0 L RN ATA NS T 32 s 500,000 500,000
(FC) MINGO CREEK, TULSA, OK....¢0.00e. S I N e e el 14,500,000 14,500,000
OREGON
(N) BONNEVILLE NAVIGATION LOCK, OR & WA...... 7,422,000 7,422,000
(MP) BONNEVILLE POWERHOUSE PHASE I, OR & WA (MAJOR REHAB).. 7,600,000 7,600,000
(MP) BONNEVILLE POWERHOUSE PHASE II OR & WA (MAJOR REHAB). 1,000,000 1,000,000
(MP) BONNEVILLE SECOND POWERHOUSE, OR L PR e e e 6,500,000 6,500,000
COLUMBIA RIVER INDIAN TRIBE IN LIEU FISHING SITES..... —-—— 3,900,000
(FC) ELK CREEKCLAKE . OR. . ivelases oresbiems ks [y B8 1 bl 450,000 450,000
UMPQUA RIVER, WINCHESTER BAY O e e i e e e s — 100,000
PENNSYLVANIA
(N) GRAYS LANDING, LOCK AND DAM 7, MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA.. 22,000,000 22,000,000
LACKAWANNA RIVER, PA......ccvvvuvnn S s W =y e 2,000,000
(FC) LOCK HAVEN, PA........ R e e 17,917,000 17,917,000
(N) POINT MARIDN LOCK AND DAM 8, MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA &. 4,700,000 4,700,000
(BE) PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA (PERMANENT).......oc0uevun. 410,000 410,000
SOUTH CENTRAL PA ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, PA........ - 10,000,000
(FC) TURFEEVCREER ) PAG. i s vwasaltw sy aame s o enydn Ste s i 1,074,000 1,074,000
PUERTO RICO
(FC) PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR..cccvsnsonneinsensvaiss 15,600,000 15,600,000
(FC) RIO PUERIED NUEVO, PR .oivsie smmmsrnine s soeasnisin s aiis snesidns 1,500,000 1,500,000
RHODE ISLAND
NARRAGANSETT TOWN BEACH, NARRAGANSETT, RI......vvvunues —-— 150,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
(N) CHARLESTON HABBDR ;. SCG5 0 vas alue s e e e e i FES R 5,820,000 5,820,000
(N) COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR SC. 10,500,000 ———
(MP) RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, WILDLIFE MITIGATION S 4,839,000 4,839,000
TENNESSEE
(MP) CENTER HILL DAM, TN (DAM SAFETY) ...t vieeennnnnnsnnnns 6,800,000 6,800,000
TEXAS
(FC) BEALS CREEK, BIGISPRINGQ, TX..i.avevasseamsessiipmceiss 600,000 600,000
(N) BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, Tx ........... 4 s et S 9,300,000 9,300,000
(N) CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TX............. ..... R AR 4,000,000 4,000,000
(FC) CLEAR CREEK, TX...:000ass P eI PO P e 5,000,000 5,000,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
(FC) COOPER LAKE AND CHANNELS, TX......00veveuns R R 10,700,000 10,725,000
(FC) EL PASO, B AN WS SR B R R S8 A e L 10,500,000 10,500,000
(N) FREEPORT HARBOR, TX...0vvvuensnnonsns ' 2,800,000 2,800,000
(N) GIWW - BRAZOS RIVER FLOODGATES, TX (MAJOR REHAB) . 4,600,000 4,600,000
(N) GIWW — SARGENT BEACH, TX.:sssrreevesevosns G R o 3,875,000 3,875,000
(FC) LAKE WICHITA, HOLLIDAY CREEK AT WICHITA FALLS, TX..... 4,000,000 4,000,000
(FC) MCGRATH CREEK, WICHITA FALLS, TX...... e P 100.000 100,000
(N) MOUTH OF COLORADO RIVER, TX..sorvnvnnnnsnsnsnnenonens 3,000,000 3,000,000
(FC) RAY ROBERTS LAKE, T SR e B AR S NGO R 5,600,000 5,600,000
(FC) RED RIVER CHLORIDE TR & O 5 e s einicnioie siveinyianises 2,000,000 4,000,000
(MP) SAM RAYBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TX (DAM SAFETY) ........ 12,500,000 12,500,000
(FC) SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, TX...uuueuevevenrnsn. 4,600,000 4,600,000
(FC) SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX...ciecavevss wniwin e e sesasssvenas 10,000,000 10.000,000
(FC) TAYLORS BAYOU, TX.sisonennonensumens swaesensspensses . 3,300,000 3,300,000
WALLISVIEEE EAKE, TX. oo.imvaaaininme sy sn aisimaeeare sion e . b 1,000,000
VIRGINIA
(FC) JAMES R OLIN FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, VA.........ccv0uun 4,100,000 4,100,000
(N) NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS (DEEPENING), VA........ 1,700,000 1,700,000
RICHMOND FILTRATION PLANT, W e e e 8 e e N w e e s e s e h s e e i 1,000,000
(FC) ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA........ 900, 000 900,000
(BE) VIRGINIA BEACH, VA (REIMBURSEMENT).....c000uune Sessae 850,000 850,000
WASHINGTON
(FC) CHEHALIS RIVER, SOUTH ABERDEEN AND COSMOPOLIS, WA..... 1,500,000 1,500,000
(MP) CHIEF JOSEPH ADDITIONAL RN, WAL S e svm s ame sie s e o iasm i 2,268,000 2,268,000
(MP) COLUMBIA RIVER JUVENILE FISH MITIGATION WA "OR & ID. 48,300,000 49,500,000
(N) GRAYS HARBOR, WA. . covvaevsennnisrssvine ceeas 7,200,000 7,200,000
(MP) LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH & WILDLIFE COMPENSATION WA "OR 5,000,000 5,000,000
(FC) MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA (DAM SAFETY ASSURANCE) + + v+ v e esen. 16,900,000 16,900,000
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC) LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, W, V 17,100,000 45,600,000
(FC) MOOBREEIELD:; WV.: . iioniiicnsisnssnssainsnoaisamasessments 500,000 500,000
(FC) PETERSBURG, WV.. ... ctnieiniueniiienitnonsncnnersonns 1,000,000 1,000,000
(N) ROBERT C BYRD LOCKS AND DAM, WV & TRV e i 22,000,000 22,000,000
SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, WV.. i 3,500,000
(N) WINFIELD LOCKS AND DAM, WV. .. iveresasnsoronaosesaniaos 56,500,000 56,600,000
WISCONSIN
STATE ROAD AND EBNER COULEES, WI. . . sn.vereasussivsssnses - 1,467,000
MISCELLANEOUS
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL (1965 ACT)...cvvevsocssrsnvannns 8,500,000 11,000,000
BEACH EROSION CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 103).......... 1,500,000 2,000,000
CLEARING AND SNAGGING (SECTION 208)........ . 500,000 500,000
EMERGENCY STREAMBANK & SHORELINE PROTECTION (SEC. 14). 7,500,000 7,500,000
EMBEOYERS* COMPENSATIOME L 010 tix oo wiereloe emiors s sugsies e s e 18,920,000 18,920,000
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205)......c0000uuvunns 22,000,000 22,000,000
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD - BOARD EXPENSES......... 35,000 35,000
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD - CORPS EXPENSES......... 170,000 170,000
NAVIGATION MITIGATION (SECTION 111).......... TR N 500,000 500,000
NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SECTION 107)...... ooty 3,000,000 4,100,000
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONME 7,500,000 8,130,000
WETLAND AND AQUATIC HABITAT CREATION......0ovuveesnenn 3,000,000 3,000,000
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ -65,486,000 -165,406,000
TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION GENERAL.........v2420+0..... 1,206,237,000 1,400,875,000

TYPE OF PROJECT:
(N) NAVIGATION
(BE) BEACH EROSION CONTROL
(FC) FLOOD CONTROL
(MP) MULTIPURPOSE, INCLUDING POWER
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

SURVEYS:
GENERAL STUDIES:

(FDP) MORGANZA, LA TO THE GULF OF MEXICO..........vuu.nn 300,000 300,000
(FDP) MISSISSIPPI DELTA, MS....... RS ) e S B 2,020,000 2,020,000
(FDP) JACKSON AND TRENTON, TN.......c000en v e wi e e 610,000 610,000
(FDP) REELFOOT LAKE, TN...ccovsvoss T I N e G A R 400,000 400,000
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA..... Ve e e wa e 315,000 315,000

PRECONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING AND DESIGN:
EASTERN ARKANSAS REGION (COMPREHENSIVE REGION), AR e 2,400,000
LOWER WHITE RIVER, BIG CREEK & TRIBUTARIES, AR.... - 175,000
SUBTOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS................ 3,645,000 6,220,000

CONSTRUCTION
(FC) CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN...... 91,300,000 91,300,000
(N) HELENA HARBOR, PHILLIPS COUNTY, i e 512,000 512,000
(FC) MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL KY, LA, MS, MO & TN. 23,400,000 23,400,000
(FC) ST FRANCIS BASIN, AR & MO, CONSOLIDATED .+ v vvvvenrnnns 10,100,000 10,100,000
(FC) WHLTEMANYS (CREEIC: (AR 2o iisiesaamamees see iis oawletersaie s e e 260,000 260,000
(FC) ATCHAFALAYA BASIN FLOODWAY SYSTEM LA veannosnsnssines 6,700,000 6,700,000
(FC) ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA....coveovsccsacnasonnns 28,000,000 28,000,000
(FC) MISSISSIPPI AND LOUISIANA ESTUARINE AREAS MS & LA.... 2,100,000 2,100,000
(FC) MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, LA......... ih e e e e e 4,600,000 4,600,000
(FC) TENSAS BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER, LA. ais 6,700,000 6,700,000
(FC) HORN LAKE CREEK & TRIBUTARIES (INCL COW PEN’ CREEK). ‘MS 331,000 331,000
(FC) SARDIS DAM, MS (DAM SAFETY).....eususnverenessosy sia et 11,528,000 11,628,000
YAZOO BASIN, MS: (37,743,000) (37,743,000)
(FC) BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS..... o asieis B a e s n e he 8,322,000 8,322,000
(FC) DEMONSTRATION EROSION CONTROL, MS........ciiievuuns 20,000,000 20,000,000
(FC) o L T Py 25,000 25,000
(FC) REFORMULATION UNIT, MS............... i e 350,000 350,000
(FC) TRIBUBARTIES  MIBL | oo o oo simn wisns simaisit s, b s o:a aieae o5 w e 3,900,000 3,900,000
(FC) UPPER YAZOO PROJECTS, MS.. o /8 8 e w e a e 4,100,000 4,100,000
(FC) YAZOO BACKWATER F&WL MITIGATION LANDS, MS......... 350,000 350,000
(FC) YAZOO BACKWATER, MS.......o0vvvvnnnnns SRRl R e 696,000 696,000
(FC) NONCONNAH CREEK, TN & MS,....ccoinescescreancnacnvines 200,000 200,000
(FC) WEST TENNESSEE TRIBUTARIES, TN...cicocsvnennorvascanns 2,400,000 2,400,000
SUBTOTAL, CONSTRUCTION........... sesemsnesrrn e 225,874,000 225,874,000
MAINTENANCE

(FC) CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN...... 66,579,000 66,579,000
(FC) LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER - NORTH BANK, AR................. 583,000 583,000
(FC) LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER - SOUTH BANK, AR..........c.000enn 25,000 25,000
(FC) MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN. 4,916,000 4,916,000
(FC) ST FRANCIS RIVER BASIN, AR & MO......covuvenvrnnnnnnns 9,129,000 9,129,000
(FC) TENSAS BASIN, BOEUF AND TENSAS RIVERS, AR & LA........ 2,217,000 2,217,000
(FC) WHITE RIVER BACKWATER, AR. ... c.ivivasocasisinansvsann 1,652,000 1,652,000
(FC) ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA..cvosrevssssresssrcsncesansosnne 13,694,000 13,694,000
(FC) BATON ROUGE HARBOR DEVILS SWAMP, LA............ vaa e 230,000 230,000
(FC) BAYOU COCODRIE AND TRIBUTARIES, LA........ R e & 120,000 120,000
(FC) BONNET CARRE, LA............ casas b e e et ensenesse 710,000 710,000
(FC) LOWER RED RIVER - SOUTH BANK' LEVEES LAsesinvisssannss 8,000 8,000
(FC) MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, CAERNARVON LAcesicnranannns 39,000 39,000
(FC) OLD RIVER, LA:ccoecaossos o4 B s e s e e e 4,736,000 4,736,000
(FC) TENSAS BASIN RED RIVER BACKWATER EAcivemnosvoses e 2,620,000 2,620,000
(N) GREENVILLE HARBOR, MS.: riesnnssnncsssnsevaanssnanssces 269,000 269,000
(N) VICKSBURG HARBOR, MS........... SRR A B R B . 217,000 217,000
YAZOO BASIN, MS: (18,443,000) (26,243,000)
(FC) ARKABUTLA LAKE, MS........ovivivnnnns olale s Ea e E e A 2,244,000 3,444,000
(FC) BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS............... CdaeEe AR 8 1,672,000 1,672,000
(FC) ENID LAKE, MS......covevenetnccncnsnasscasercnrocass 2,333,000 3,833,000
(FC) GREENWOOD, MS....ceevrerscnessrstcrresnesensansonss 1,421,000 1,421,000
(FC) GRENADA LAKE, MS...ciicviencnctacnsensasnsaasonans 2,677,000 4,177,000
(FC) MAIN STEM, MS....cccivsrvenenernoisonsascsnanannss 2,784,000 2,784,000
(FC) SARDIS LAKE, MS...... . oivvnian e wsln e e e e e e . 2,465,000 4,665,000
(FC) TRIBUTARIES, MS..sevvcusnnes R I e 1,330,000 2,730,000
(FC) WILL M WHITTINGTON AUX CHAN, MS........civiinnen.s 410,000 410,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
(FC) YAZOO BACKWATER,: MS: oivaan ajsiala vis sl vl oiamratatarsieyiiaseie i m's 447,000 447,000
(FC) YAZOO CITY:,, MBi oon s oninninewsmins s sisns was os s sy e 660,000 660,000
(FC) WAPPAPELLG LAKE, MO, o0 vvveemaaonsaeressonesenesessssses 3,782,000 4,282,000
(N) MEMPHIS HARBOR (MCKELLAR LAKE), TN.......coviuivevnnnnns 1,595,000 1,595,000
(FC) INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS.......0v0uuen T O 1,348,000 1,348,000
(FC) MAPPING. i cubgs seniaie = via oa IR Sl s o L T W Sy e 948,000 948,000
SUBTOTAL, MAINTENANCE.......... T T 133,860,000 142,160,000
REDUCTION FOR SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ocnnerennnns -20,379,000 -256,379,000
TOTAL, FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND
ERIBMLARTES 0o o watais araiadh arie a o aiatnssssasle sieca e 343,000,000 348,875,000

TYPE OF PROJECT:
(N) NAVIGATION
(FC) FLOOD CONTROL
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ALABAMA
ALABAMA - COOSA COMPREHENSIVE WATER STUDY, AL......... 3,000,000 3,000,000
ALABAMA - COOSA RIVER, N e U R e G T wiea el 4,681,000 6,800,000
BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS, AL.............. ils 15,496,000 20,000,000
DOG AND FOWE RIVERS, AlL.:iivessoovivnmanavonmoniossanisn T 529,000
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, AL............... 3,014,000 4,000,000
MILLERS FERRY LOCK & DAM - WILLIAM "BILL" DANNELLY LAK 3,169,000 3,169,000
MOBILE HARBOR, AbL:ossvoossnssssrsnsassonmesnsanensnaos 23,024,000 25,000,000
ROBERT F HENRY LOCK AND DAM,- AL, cosesosaon cersereanse 5,878,000 5,878,000
TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, AL & MS... caseaeass 18,048,000 20,000,000
WALTER F GEORGE LOCK AND DAM, AL & GA........... oo waas 6,842,000 6,842,000
ALASKA
(N) ANCHORAGE HARBOR, AK..:csssnsrassosrsssscsossonssnssos 1,750,000 1,750,000
(FC CHENA RIVER LAKES, AK....:co00v0 ATk e TaThLa oCuh b Tate o b SLAThEN s 1,419,000 1,869,000
(N) DILLINGHAM HARBOR, AK...... STy 3 0T 10E 5t R T o o WAL 603,000 603,000
(N) HOMER HARBOR, AK....... SafaT o e [ AN o) s R e Acataw 282,000 292,000
(N) KETCHIKAN, THOMAS BASIN (7 T A e SRR e K 270,000 270,000
(N) NINILCHIK HARBOR, AK........c0o0teerennn H 8 (R e e . 191,000 191,000
(N) NOME HARBOR, 1 i S o N SR 0 -4 D 349,000 349,000
(N) WRANGELL NARROWS, AK. +oassicioasinnionsessansoasessnosss 70,000 70,000
AMERICAN SAMOA
(N) DIEU HARBORYS SRS ¢ oo st e ol oo o oy w e o ik 8 b 255,000 255,000
ARIZONA
(FC) ALAMO LAKE, AZ.i..ivivinsivaisnsasaunsanenans SARSN e w e 982,000 982,000
(FC) PAINTED ROCK DAM, AZ.......... RIS AR Ch v R 876,000 876,000
TUCSON DIVERSTONUCHANNEL ., AZ:: i onsesme sssassssiosmes e 550,000
(FC) WHITLOW RANCH DAM, AZ..... AV B 102,000 102,000
ARKANSAS
(MP) BEAVER LAKE, "AR. (oo sniians s vvnssesesss T OO R P 4,295,000 4,295,000
(MP) BLAKELY MT DAM = LAKE OUACHITA, AR....isvsseneasacacas 4,147,000 4,147,000
(FC) BLUE MOUNTAIN LAKE, AR......civuivanss 1,123,000 1,123,000
(MP) BULL 'SHOALS LAKE, AR...icoscesssersnes 5,185,000 5,185,000
(MP) DARDANELLE LOCK AND DAM, AR........ R 6,691,000 6,691,000
(MP) DEGRAN TN SBME o v mon v 6n 0 5 0000 8 8 s-0 009 w10 v eie mime 7,208,000 7,208,000
(FC) DEQUEEN LAKE; AR:i:sevsvirsaciaaassnsa 1,014,000 1,014,000
(FC) DIERKS: LAIKE ARG ‘oo ovivna ssaiaesssansesasssssiossssssn 1,026,000 1,026,000
(FC) GILLHAM CAKE VAR G . cvvuns voeans - aaliaeance o AL R 1,007,000 1,007,000
(MP) GREERS FPERRY ‘LAKE, AR.. .. essaesaionassnaainssssanssons 4,737,000 4,737,000
(N) HELENA HARBOR, R S B R R 480,000 480,000
(N) MCCLELLAN - KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR. 26,247,000 26,247,000
(FC) MILLWOOD sLAKE: . /AR o siovs o samosnsasnseevonees Al g A 2,254,000 2,254,000
(MP) NARROWS DAM - LAKE GREESON AR A By T a3 A s 4,072,000 4,072,000
(FC) NIMROD LAKE, 7l Lt SR S S R I N 1,313,000 1,313,000
(MP) NORFORK LAKE AR s S O T srusnee 3,702,000 3,702,000
(N) OSCEOLA HARBOR AR civisrensavsnisonaa coss e s s a s 602,000 602,000
(N) OUACHITA AND BLACK RIVERS, T R R 5,625,000 5,625,000
(MP) 0ZARK - JETA TAYLOR LOCK AND DAM, AR.oosecsonosnesaos 5,797,000 5,797,000
(N) WHITE RIVER, AR.visssivens S B AL YN S FLEE 6 S B8 e e e e eT 2,110,000 2,110,000
(N) YELLOW BEND PORT, AR...ic.icivoussanvamasoancniononsosae 139,000 139,000
CALIFORNIA
(FC) BLACK BUTTE LAKE, CA..vosrenconsssorsnsnesssnssnorssos 1,505,000 1,505,000
(FC) BUCHANAN DAM - H V EASTMAN LAKE, CA..... o d RDainie aete WA 1,507,000 1,507,000
(FC) COYOTE VALLEY DAM (LAKE MENDOCINO), CA...........0.nn . 2,363,000 2,363,000
(FC) DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL, CA......... 2,968,000 2,968,000
(FC) FARMINGTON DAM; CA:.:vvessamsassrensrenssensannassioes 146,000 146,000
(FC) HIDDEN DAM — HENSLEY LAKE, CAevirvrsvonsonsoavinnessss 1,948,000 1,948,000
(N) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CA........ A L T T e 3,322,000 3,322,000
(FC) ISABELLA LAKE, CA..vavnensnenssersesaosseones sea e sle e 918,000 918,000
(N) LOS ANGELES - LONG BEACH HARBOR MODEL CAuvivionsoiasmnss 155,000 155,000
(N) LOS ANGELES - LONG BEACH HARBORS, CA...:.icuvsnnninsnss 95,000 495,000
(FC) LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA. CAisorevassssssnnnns 3,390,000 3,590,000
LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA (HANSEN DAM), CA..... e 2,790,000
LOS ANGELES RIVER (SEPULVEDA BASIN TO ARROYD SECO0), CA o 400,000
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(. MAREHASDEIAREV CORA . oo uheesvoiohesalidsamsnviivnesasht 2,105,000 2,105,000
(FC)  MERCED COUNTY STREAM GROUP, CA......vvveneruenenennnnn 176,000 176,000
T N N s W S O, 190,000 190,000
() 5 S MORRDBAYHARBIN: S CA. . « oo <'sivsas e s o s v s i A o s e 2,250,000 2,250,000
(N)  NAPA RIVER, CA........... AT B R 2,397,000 2,197,000
(FG) . NEW HOGRNETARE AL - o At el 1,734,000 1,734,000
(MP)  NEW MELONES LAKE (DOWNSTREAM CHANNEL), CA....... (SRt 849,000 849,000
(N)"  OAKLAND HARBOR, CA...::vonvevsnsonennsnnen RCEC N BT L, 2,593,000 2,593,000
OCEANSIDE EXPERIMENTAL SAND BYPASS, CA..uvuvenvnnnnn. -— 4,000,000
(N)  OCEANSIDE HARBOR, CA......... LR e e o ety e n A 845,000 845,000
(N)  PETALUMA RIVER, CA....uvuvnunrunnnnenennnns R, o, 1,850,000 1,850,000
(FC). 'PINE FLAT LAKEINCR, . ... voiovisiahineoasnh s o £k 2,064,000 2,064,000
CN) " RECHMOND IWARBORL A, - . 2 oavs s'sions ¥slsaisiers s d £ s a Dlen s 2,342,000 2,342,000
(N)  SACRAMENTO RIVER (30 FOOT PROJECT), CA... 404,000 404,000
(N)  SACRAMENTO RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES (DEBRIS CONTROL), CA. 882,000 882,000
(N)  SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW DRAFT CHANNEL, CA............ 151,000 151,000
(N)  SAN DIEGO HARBOR, CA.......... TRy e 150,000 150,000
(N)  SAN FRANCISCO BAY - DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, CA......... 2,221,000 2,221,000
(N)  SAN FRANCISCO BAY LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY, CA... 896,000 896,000
(N)  SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR AND BAY (DRIFT REMOVAL), CA...... 2,208,000 2,208,000
(N)  SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, CA...usessenennensenenrensnnnens 1,952,000 1,952,000
(N) "~ AN JOMGHINFRIVER, (CA: . ..o o varscsraasioins o' i 0 us 1,427,000 1,427,000
(N)  SAN _PABLO BAY AND MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CA........ X 1,100,000 1,100,000
(FC)  SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA........covvnnen.. 3 2,824,000 2,824,000
(N)"  SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA...uvuveneenenneansneenenennns 1,625,000 1,625,000
SANTA CRUZ HARBOR, CA......... cih e e PN Lo ofie - 100,000
(EC), .. SUBEERR LRRE NBIL. o1, (ol cians s iniina s ovaas vie cos 1,459,000 2,259,000
(N)  SUISUN BAY CHANNEL, CA.....eevueenennennsnannenenennns 2,020,000 2,020,000
(FC)  TERMINUS DAM (LAKE KAWEAH), CA............ RO T 1,307,000 1,307,000
B VERPURA ERHBORT P OR. - o b oo vvmnsmsesmsmme s s o sl Do 1,200,000 1,200,000
LR T T R B R R RO SRR N ORI 19,000 19,000
COLORADO
BEAR CREEK LAKE, CO......... ISR ERWE RIS = SRS (o5 362,000 362,000
GHATFIELD LAKE, €O, ..coacoseos <L T Bl U 663,000 663,000
CHERRY CREEK LAKE, CO.....ovvvnnns AN 534,000 534,000
JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, CO..uvuvvvvnennnnn. A NS 2,336,000 2,336,000
BHINIDADPERREINE o . o s St i e e s o S v el oie 655,000 5,000
CONNECTICUT
CESY i BLACK ROCKSIIE VBT . . s o e e e Sl e 4 434,000 434,000
CEC) 1 COLEBROOK HIVER LAKE, OT. . .ve. o sianiiainnsasinsaiuase 509,000 509,000
CECYs. - MANCOER ‘BROBRREAKE, "CT. v acv o vss sslsoss sale s vsa duleies 237,000 237,000
(EC) ¢ HOP BROOKNEBIE S . oo v cnaiasmiivoadiradissismis 787,000 787,000
(EC): -+ MANSFIELD HDLLON LAKE, 0F. . . «.dcnersncaoososaassnness 524,000 524,000
(FC)  NORTHFIELD BROOK LAKE, CT...v.venvuennennenennns K 334,000 334,000
(FC)  STAMFORD HURRICANE BARRIER, CT............. S S 205,000 205,000
(BEY S THOMETONEIML DT, o i ont e 0 5o s s siaicae wares s s d oaa'sins 514,000 514,000
(ECY - WEST THOMPEOB ILAKE,: CTo's o usioridianoniss ossonos s assd s 519,000 519,000
DELAWARE
§R0 S R GEDAR: EREEC RN, | . |0 Fr o s eben caige ) b as sy b 40,000 40,000
(N)  CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL - ST GEORGES BRIDGE REPL 14,000,000 14,000,000
(N)  INDIAN RIVER INLET AND BAY, DE.....cuvoueerensnacennns 200,000 200,000
(N)  INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, DELAWARE R TO CHESAPEAKE BAY, D 11,200,000 11,200,000
(N)  INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, REHOBOTH BAY TO DELAWARE BAY, D 37,000 ,000
(M)  MIBPILLION RIVER, BE. .coeesioonsnsessossetoessssnsnmmbe 1,040,000 1,040,000
(N)  MURDERKILL RIVER, DE....... MM T . L 40,000 40,000
(N)  WILMINGTON HARBOR, DE.....vteeuueonsnsoneenenanonnanns 3,447,000 3,447,000
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(N)  POTOMAC AND ANACOSTIA RIVERS (DRIFT REMOVAL), DC...... 689,000 689,000
(N)  POTOMAC BELOW WASHINGTON, DC..'veuvovtonesnansnnnnsnns 575,000 575,000
(N)  WASHINGTON HARBOR, DC....uvevvnvevanncnnen e Lo 30,000 30,000
FLORIDA
(N)  AIWW, NORFOLK TO ST JOHNS RIVER, FL, GA, SC, NC & VA.. 1,115,000 1,115,000
80} 0= & ANCLOTE RIVER, “FL. oo vossvibapns st vusuasuanss S T e T 630,000 630,000
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(N) CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL..... e e b e Fisia e, e 2,195,000 2,195,000
(FC) CENTRAL ANDUSOUTHERN, FL. .2 y.cvsmsnsensmrmrns P N )Y 8,189,000 8,189,000
(N) CHARLOTEE HABBOR, Flv.o o ovrs psiomome e memmsses NS e 30,000 30,000
(N) CEEARWMIERRPRES S EL oo vmnesamans v ool o e v siae e s vees 280,000 290,000
(N) ESCAMBIA - CONECUH RIVERS, FL.:vssioeviconnonsvscnnsns 431,000 431,000
(N) FERNANDINA HARBOR, FlL:::sccuivinanennaae AR e . 1,610,000 1,610,000
(N) FORT MYERS BEACH FL. . o1 ov e vovnseonsnnsassesbionesends 430,000 430,000
(N) FORT: PIERGE MARBOR, Fl......careansnnesesnssssnssssss . 906,000 906,000
HORSESHOE COVE, FL...... e = 500,000
(N) INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, CALOOSAHATCHEE R TO ANCLOTE R,. 134,000 376,000
(N) INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL...... 2,940,000 2,940,000
(N) JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL. .. vveunnrennsnn o e e et 5,840,000 5,840,000
(MP) JIM WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM, LAKE SEMINOLE, FL AL & GA. 5,642,000 5,642,000
(N) LORE BORTIBESE T “FL. . . «.ovvs o wnionms aionomeasane 875,000 875,000
(N) MIAMI HARBOR, - AR [ (S i srwis 200,000 200,000
(N) OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FL...... 08 e T e TR SRR YA e Ve e e 4,284,000 4,284,000
(N) CREAWAHARIVER P o v eiiis iy sninie wisiean saeiia oy s aaaay i 67,000 67,000
(N) PALMBEACH HARBOR: Fliii.aissivieasaaa R S 3 1,225,000 1,225,000
(N) EANAMACCEIY HARHOR ;. FL: i i v cowes ani i messnpasisss 391,000 391,000
(N) RONCE SDEBINEORNSENIIET, Fln o, b e abete s falain raesnrafirisratesn e iisnssare o 65,000 65,000
REMOVAL OFSAQUATIC GROWTH, Fl. o dihices s st sibioina s o 3,044,000 3,044,000
(N) ST AUGUSTINESHARBOR, Fluoviviomonond bvms vabere o ] 467,000 467,000
(N) ST EUG TR ENERTIL SR oo e aitee T aTasdrata o I aa e e e a2 Pl TR e 50,000 50,000
(N) TAMPA HARBOR ;" FPL. o oo aialenin e s v aieielos sieianis sae s'a'ai el s 3,636,000 3,636,000
(N) WITHEACCOCHTECRINVER ;. Pl v dsiloinaarealae Sremi wis (e eiera 50,000 50,000
GEORGIA
(MP) AELATDONACL AGCEZE BA L e o eis o2 s nis vta s 5 o MORE 0TS 5% 5,016,000 5,016,000
(N) APALACHICOLA CHATTAHOOCHEE AND FLINT RIVERS GA, AL &. 3,959,000 3,969,000
(N) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, GA...... o be e N chraels 1,877,000 1,877,000
(N) BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GA......civveuunssn S0 fore ha e e we 90N 3,474,000 3,474,000
(MP) BUFORD DAM AND LAKE SIDNEY LANIER, GA. BN ety el byt b s 6,426,000 6,426,000
(MP) CARTERS DAM AND LAKE, GA. o e e e e e i e e e m 3,793,000 3,793,000
(MP) HARTWELL LAKE, GA & SRDH LR i L A e <l AR Thira e 7,350,000 7,350,000
(MP) J STROM THURMOND LAKE, GA & SC.....veevivaevuisnnnnaines 7,021,000 7,021,000
(MP) RICHARD B RUSSELL, GA..... SRkl R 4,915,000 4,915,000
(N) SAVANNAH HARBOR LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY GA i 481,000 481,000
(N) SAVARNNAHE AR R R e L Tene o e s s e e e hopeie v 9,634,000 9,634,000
(N) SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, GA........... s 1 e I 166,000 166,000
(MP) WEST POINT DAM AND LAKE, GA & AL. os Yl fo e Tece Pusiata T e o e 4,690,000 4,690,000
HAWATII
(N) BARBERS POINF HARBOR ;. HI:riateemtevamstiiisunteareai aviraAar e e 94,000 94,000
(N) HONOLULU HARBOR, HI............ P e e Slimtida 100,000 100,000
(N) PORT. ALLEN HARBOR, KAUAT, HI.. . .<ceiiasiesssssesiossasin 2,489,000 2,489,000
(MP) ALBENL FALLS DAM,  IDG o v eias daiaaassamasissainssesssssssns 5,725,000 5,72.,000
(MP) DWORSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIR, ID.......vvnvrvnnncnannnns 7,108,000 7,108,000
(FC) LUCICY: PERIN: LAKES T 'TD s o v eoiusieemuninomeenmmeeaessssesnses 899,000 899,000
ILLINOIS
(N) CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL......... AT T ST G P Ry 1,693,000 1,693,000
(FC) CARLYLE CEAIRERT Lt v v ariinotisi wineiis ernie, o016 e o100 awie. waia o w'ch 3,332,000 3,332,000
(N) CHICAGO HARBOR, IL ....... 84 1 e A R e e e e O Sy 1,901,000 1,901,000
(N) CHECAGOURINERSE Bl v o000 0 0inernis wreinne aressia v mme e B P, 476,000 476,000
(FC) FARM CREEK RESERVOIRS TR A M 410,000 410,000
(N) ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL , T I . 110,000 110,000
(N) ILLINOIS WATERWAY (LMVD PORTION). Tlouiimsianvmiasnaisaracyistainzoe 1,001,000 1,001,000
(N) ILLINOIS WATERWAY (NCD PORTION), IL & IN........ocuuun 19,332,000 19,332,000
(N) KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION, IL.....ccvevuennns sissisiaaiein 1,723,000 1,723,000
(N) LAKE MICHIGAN DIVERSION, IL, ., w.eesenisiomealdhes LG L 434,000 434,000
(FC) LAKE SHELBYVILLE, IL...vsonrnvnerenn SeR ey aFuner wre s 4 i 3,937,000 3,937,000
(N) MISS R BETWEEN MO R AND MINNEAPOLIS (LMVD PORTION), IL 13,071,000 13,071,000
(N) MISS R BETWEEN MO R AND MINNEAPOLIS, IL, IA, MN, MO &. 85,590,000 85,590,000
NORTH BRANCH CHICAGO RIVER, (L s s Tl MC e o 150,000
(FC) REND LAKE . Il iseasuaasoinssaneesosesassaasasssasssass 3,704,000 3,704,000
(N) WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL........... SN BN e e A e 505,000 505,000
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INDIANA
(FC) BEVERI Y EHRRESIRIN. o5 ol ion nmsen n e iy = s e e B0 n e 48,000 48,000
(FC) BROOKVILLE LAKE, IN...... Saaiers 520,000 520,000
(N) BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR IN coana 1,302,000 1,302,000
(N) BURNS WATERWAY SMALL BOAT HARBOR, IN.................. 150,000 150,000
(FC) CAGLES MILL LAKE, IN....... ¢ Gesiemia s ai e n s 530,000 530,000
(FC) CECTL MUBRRBOERCAKE. TN, i prneos snnite s aen s 0% s husd 784,000 784,000
(FC) HUNTINGTONSEME, IN. ... .ol 0L ENEE D) B SR TR LIRS 534,000 534,000
(N) TNDIANA HARBORS « TN, o o «x wiovioin ars, v)mm einls ol whd n aih hch it sssn 8 aisle 369,000 369,000
(N) MICHIGANY CUTVSHARBOR . TNy roi00 a0 i meiwinimon 0w is 590058 b0 5008004 0 A e 71,000 449,000
(FC) MISSTSSINEWA: LAKE, IN. ot sdfiemn vamioeraaimmis s atese o S 704,000 704,000
(FC) MONROE UAKE,“IN....iovsvmaeaia ol e e T R By G A T 1,027,000 1,027,000
(FC) PATORAL LSRRI N v v v w000 6 e a9 e 1amesio o 8301090, 0106 o 10 Lo TS oG o 0 0 o (o 9 530,000 530,000
(FC) SALAMONIE LAKE, IN. S el et e e oo e L L e e A 772,000 772,000
I0WA
(FC) CORALMIIRES ERIE ;T w00 0imvoiome ia o s s o smnis o0 oqeis: om0 s Woen 2,837,000 2,837,000
(FC) MISSOURI RIVER - KENSLERS BEND, NE TO SIOUX CITY, IA.. 65,000 65,000
(N) MISSOURI RIVER - SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH, IA, NE, KS & MO. 5,473,000 5,473,000
(FC) FRATHEUN BRI TR o am o olingnias aa oo oo /s ale (& s gasi o b e e 2,832,000 2,832,000
(FC) RED ROCK DAM - LAKE RED ROCK, IA..... CaTh e N e e e 2,976,000 2,976,000
(FC) SAYEORVERRE SRR S DA v e e 0o o s e otk oiis (o vale e o o 4 e e oy 3,258,000 3,258,000
KANSAS
(FC) CLINTONAIES PSS o vieio oo s pibias sinsn sinsovn 5o orietai 0810 Be e arE 1,410,000 1,410,000
(FC) COUNCIL GROVECEAKE,: KS. o ih o onie e oion aieni s oiss. os s/ aveiia 734,000 734,000
(FC) L D R N R e S L ol e e e B e i et n s e NER T o 480,000 480,000
(FC) ELWCT TVOISAKE RIS 00 oo s vnia s o 50 a s o s ace mieia RS 809,000 808,000
(FC) EALL RIVERUERKRER IS, v i sva s e s sae s 209 s )b e W R ANITR 845,000 845,000
(FC) e IR o L T S N $ip s el 675,000 675,000
(FC) JOHN REDMOND DAM AND RESERVOIR, KS.. 8o s e bl 2,182,000 2,182,000
(FC) KANDPOL IS REARE PENREY (o o aisie 5.5 aimin s sessl oo wiv-acataro s e ey 1,194,000 1,194,000
(FC) MARION: LAKE o KBl o oo ninsin s simsisiaeeessense O A e 5% 894,000 894,000
(FC) MELVERN IERKELSKS . . ovcvieiensatina O e e T VGt WAVt W5 T SSE St G 1,482,000 1,482,000
(FC) MILEORDEPARESIIKSL L oo i i s saecavisis e S e e 1,737,000 1,737,000
(FC) PEARSON - SKUBITZ BIG HILL 71 0 2 - i e 871,000 871,000
(FC) PERRY LAKES RS0 e s oo 00000 9.8 A5 w0 AT e e R e T 1,795,000 1,795,000
(FC) B R M ooun b0 e 1,921,000 1,921,000
(FC) TORONTOUERKE SIS Lo s oisiw s iiiaie s b esirsoiis osme sia P L U o/ T 377,000 377,000
(FC) TUTTLE CREEK LAKE, KS......ci0i0nnns LY e oI S YO A NS 1,726,000 1,726,000
(FC) WILSON: LAKE,SKS: s snesin P A e e A P T oiv v e e, o T 1,256,000 1,256,000
KENTUCKY
(MP) BARKLEY DAM AND LAKE BARKLEY, KY........ AP PRPE & fuvaiapalaty 6,574,000 6,574,000
(FC) BARREN. RIVERSEARE, KY.iuisnmiiaeinsisomesa <l T e R 1,416,000 1,416,000
(N) BIG SANDY HARBOR, KY........... T S P e 1,035,000 1,035,000
(FC) BUCKHORN LAKE, KY......... S e BE e e e 8 aae e AV kb 907,000 1,407,000
(FC) CARR FORK LAKE, KY....... WL BB N B SR8 90 R 1,061,000 1,061,000
(FC) CAVE: RUNSBRICETRKN, o o oo i minieiemomie e snie s oo eaiese.ssen s oo 810,000 810,000
(FC) DEWEY LAKE, LA M e e ; T 965,000 965,000
(N) ELVIS STAHR (HICKMAN) HARBOR B o aiav oielaleols aielslnie niaie atele 525,000 525,000
(FC) FISHTRAP LAKE, KY....... e e e i e ik Ve e a6 0w e a6 A 1,121,000 1,121,000
(FC) GRAYSON LAKE, KY....vevvuuuun S Ye T oA SR LA NS O e e e 815,000 815,000
(N) GREEN ANBHHARRENIRIVERS SIKY. - oo arsoeaara ersinisveisthle s anlelte i ol 1,574,000 1,574,000
(FC) GREEN RIVER UAKE, KY. . .ewemsso-sasisssssisie BT it 1,312,000 1,312,000
(N) KENTUCKY: RIMER,. (KX i o o v eraiaisransiansion s esinial wisss i e AL e 1,009,000 1,008,000
(MP) LAUREL RIVERSLAKE, Ko iaomimmivassim v SRiLaaeTe T ke e 1,850,000 1,850,000
(N) LICKING RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY...........0ivunn S 19,000 19,000
(FC) MARTINS FORK LAKE, KY...... »siainia wie ne s aan e n 0w n s 613,000 613,000
(FC) MIDDLESBORO CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN, KY.......0ovevnon. 42,000 42,000
(FC) NOLIN LAKE, KY...... Velaels SR ati s 1,756,000 1,756,000
(N) OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS RYS T N OH PAE WV, ... 58,502,000 59,002,000
(N) OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY, IL, IN, OH, PA & WV. 6,243,000 6,243,000
(FC) PAINTSVILLE LAKE, KY..... 2 I T o T G S A 742,000 742,000
(FC) ROUGH RIVER LAKE, KY..osasesaomainsiinsensesvesias b aleinse e 1,271,000 1,271,000
(FC) TAYLORSVILLE LAKE, KY...0uvunsnsn. I SN G e 851,000 1,271,000
(MP) WOLF CREEK DAM - LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY.......... e eeee 4,200,000 4,200,000
(FC) YATESVILEE CARKE: KY i silisnn s vessissss sessanes 2,000 842,000
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LOUISIANA
(N) ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND BLACK, L 6,150,000 9,150,000
(N) BARATARIAVBAYAWATERWAY, ‘LA 1 sistissessmesmmbenyvetsses 815,000 815,000
(FC) BAYOU BODCAU RESERVOIR, LA....isvsssrsnvnscensvseccenes 431,000 431,000
(FC) BAYOU PIERRE. LA....cesvsvsiainsuinnsensussias T 25,000 25,000
(N) BAYOU TECHE, LA....cccvviisanoinns W N N N e 940,000 940,000
(FC) CADDO LAKE; LA i suesnsasasissiohssnns S RN T 115,000 115,000
(N) CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, LA....cicvrnennnrins cnewe ey 9,176,000 9,176,000
(N) FRESHWATERIBAYOU, LA, . isssbisissssnnsronnnsnnyensinns 1,860,000 1,860,000
(N) GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, LA & TX SECTION........... 13,795,000 13,795,000
(N) HOUMA NAVIGATION CANAL, LA..........co0uunn N e 2,250,000 2,250,000
(N) LAKE PROVIDENCE HARBOR, LA............................ 301,000 301,000
(N) MADISON PARISH PORT, LA. B AT IS AT e e e R R R TR BT 49,000 49,000
(N) MERMENTAURIMER  LAC  os bttt sy v viies vy 1,525,000 1,525,000
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER - BATON ROUGE TO GULF OF MEXICO LA. 40,470,000 42,970,000
(N) MISSISSIPRI' RIVER = GULF OUTLET, LA.....5...0v.50040 .0 12,810,000 12,810,000
(N) MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS AT VENICE, LA. 2,470,000 2,470,000
(N) RED RIVER WATERWAY - MISSISSIPPI RIVER TO SHREVEPORT,. 5,908,000 5,908,000
REMOVAL (O AGUATIC GROWTH,; LA S h b inntsanad seees vas 1,698,000 1,698,000
(FC) WALLACE: LARE, VLA« o svines s s e e e T T T ey T e 184,000 184,000
MARYLAND
(N) BALTIMORE HARBOR (DRIFT REMOVAL), MD......ocvouunvnnssn 371,000 371,000
(N) BALTIMORE HARBOR (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS), 431,000 431,000
(N) BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS, MD & VA........ccovuues 10,470,000 10,470,000
(N) BROAD CREEK, MD. . .icaesbiaih suwiiniestnsssesansesnansas 45,000 45,000
(N) CHESTER REUER Y ND, - <. .« s555n 55 05 mns s i s v ans F3 boild 350,000 350,000
(FC) CUMBERLAND, MD AND RIDGELEY, WV..©.uvuvnneusunnenesnnn 94,000 94,000
(N) HERRING BAY AND ROCKHOLD CREEK, MD.......0vevvvuennnenn. 66,000 66,000
(N) HONGA RIVER AND TAR BAY, RS i i T 820,000 820,000
(N) ISLAND CREEK 'ST GEORGE ISLAND, MD....ueviveernsevsars 45,000 45,000
(FC) JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE, MD & WV.......oivvnnnnnnnnnann 1,318,000 1,318,000
(N) NANTICOKE RIVER NORTHWEST FORK, MD.........civuvunnnns 40,000 40,000
(N) NORTHEAST. IREVER T MWD o5 s a0 e o nini vinvale s sl s/ siss s e sleivee 55,000 55,000
(N) OCEAN CITY HARBOR AND INLET AND SINEPUXENT BAY, MD. 67,000 67,000
(N) RHODES POINT=F0 TYLERTON, MDG:caisismms s . SRR R 403,000 403,000
(N) SLAUGHTERVGHEER , MD.. .« -vivecemionsamsionaisiornissiamesoma sl 380,000 380,000
(N) TRED! AVORIIRISIIL . W0.... o v0.0n e stecurs iararasacecaorssscoimin o onsidle s bibls 69,000 69,000
(N) WICOMICO RIVER, MDD o oswmeomannion sememassooneseveeeaniss 633,000 633,000
MASSACHUSETTS
(FC) BARRE FALLS DAM, MA. . i:iiuwusanivnssaosnssnsisasasnsias 362,000 362,000
(FC) BIRCH: HELISEEAI IMA, o . s iv amsmmmsmsssoisinscs . 302,000 302,000
(FC) BUFFUMVILLE LAKE, MA 441,000 441,000
(N) CAPECCOBNBRNIRE . M. . o .. c.vovop e s corniarmosiocno siassisimssoisinsono s e 9,731,000 9,731,000
(FC) CHARLES RIVER NATURAL VALLEY STORAGE AREA, MA......... 177,000 177,000
(FC) CONANT BROOK I LAKE, MA. . ocnwn o ieiioas sisas vl wmesls 153,000 153,000
(FC) EAST BRIMEIELD LAKE, MA. ..o owaessnsenesoaedsi A 333,000 333,000
(FC) HODGES VILLAGE DAM, MA............... arafantata sivielem e e siilh e 348,000 348,000
(FC) KNIGHTVILLE DAM, MA............ R I R AT S R R IO T 439,000 439,000
(FC) LITTLEVILLE LAKE A s e e e i e e e e e Ve ae e e = 414,000 414,000
(FC) NEW BEDFORD FAIRHAVEN ACUSHNET HURRICANE BARRIER, MA.. 198,000 198,000
(FC) TN el (2.1 2o ] e S A IS SO AT ofantetelute winn wienls e 0h bn 428,000 428,000
(FC) WEST HILL DAM, MAL v s wmvivls eesinieinia o “vin o lnia e e letn g Coln e B8N 00 435,000 435,000
(FC) WESTVILEECAREL MA.. . voalale Ml atn S5 000 R S A R P U I 453,000 453,000
MICHIGAN
(N) ARCADIA HARBOR, MI............... e .o 49,000 49,000
(N) BOLLES HARBOR, MI....coovvesvoines . . o 50,000 50,000
(N) CHANNELS IN LAKE ST CLAIR, MI 218,000 218,000
(N) CHARLEVOIX HARBOR, MI........ i 556,000 556,000
(N) DETROIT RIVER, MI........ senatea it areta e e e TR RO R 3,577,000 3,577,000
FLINT RIVER FLOOD CONTROL, MI.................. Salle s e 2,500,000
(N) FRANKFORT HARBOR, MI.. ... vouenunnnonsonennnnns P 798,000 798,000
(N) GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, MI.........ovvouiuonininn, B e 930,000 830,000
(N) GRELLCKNELLE S M v vnvvrssnins B s Wy By B . 119,000 119,000
(N) HARBOR BEACH HARBOR, MI...... AP SO E R, K S L B o SN 80,000 80,000
(N) HOLLAND HARBOR, MI....... T8 e e B e R RN e e e e e 488,000 488,000
(N) INEAND ROUTE; ‘MI% s oo e oeiaeaie w sy wid e §iam it 44,000 44,000
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(N) KR ENA AT R R S M o o vn et hem ospins scomar s g wws o e e T R 752,000 752,000
(N) 2 e PN s T o G s A O PR S s o ol L IS 126,000 126,000
(N) LELAND HARBOR, MI.......... oesle vieraleis sl PP e SRS P 123,000 123,000
(N) LETULE (LAKE CRARBUIRG UMY ;o 5e00 50e e e ais avas w10 slas b s a s azp oga s 165,000 165,000
(N) LD INGTONUBARBOREMIME T /013 o5 6T s siaa assie oo s 6 b iaralt /e sis/s Bid 5 2,563,000 2,563,000
(N) RANISIEECHRRBORG ML S e s asin mm e ais ois s s s s ssissens 252,000 252,000
(N) MENCMINE EAHARBOR, (AT BIWI, C o oner e nioim s essmesassssmaees 192,000 192,000
(N) OB E HA R R MY . o s o e airvn o s sp pcbio s mis anis o0 8005 90585 0 088 1,451,000 1,451,000
(N) MUSKEGONCERBBORIEML o < a5 o 5ence/u-aim o070 e lng o s o e 5 5 w7006 oo 164,000 164,000
(N) NEWSBUERAEOCRRRBERG (T & sy e s ataisa s nie s s su g e s ie 08 99,000 98,000
(N) ONTONAGON: HARBOREUMI S .o w oo v/o siainis o oolaaoia i o/s nalbmissise s 3,544,000 3,544,000
(N) PENTWATER (HARBDRSIME 5 v s vaane iawansine s asipasinsas 144,000 144,000
(N) ERESQUE | ESKESHRRBOR. ML ;o b sas s biamsssssbssssssise 942,000 942,000
{N) G R R R 5 058 ale 415 -5/ 8 (9 o918 {acm @ sliwim o710 o5 sssenssns 135,000 135,000
(N) SAGINAN RINERSEMNEG 5 o oo v 0000 m00m00 0000008000080 883088 2,675,000 2,675,000
(N) SAGINAW RIVER, MI (DIKE DISPOSAL)....covstoasssnnoenes 300,000 300,000
(FC) SEBEWAING RIVER (ICE JAM REMOVAL), MI........covenuunn 13,000 13,000
(N) SO EHHAVENUEIRRBOR . ML . o o5 a5 sials s e is)a m e o o ALe T80 6 (5.6 4245 1,142,000 1,142,000
(N) ol CLEATRGRIVERS ML S i o SRttt e oy el yia s s e i a e hoale 1,003,000 1,003,000
(N) ST JAMES HARBOR, MY, .viseucsrenoninsnosnasossssahsessy 90,000 80,000
(N) ST JOSEPH HARBOR; MI...ccevsnssrssscssssnsnssasininvgsn 1,210,000 1,210,000
(MP) T e N e R N T T e e 15,115,000 156,115,000
MINNESOTA
(FC) BIGSTONE LAKE WHETSTONE RIVER, MN & SD.........c00eunn 497,000 497,000
(N) DULUTH ~ SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN & WI......iieseiissianass 4,290,000 4,290,000
(N) GRAND MARATISTHARBOR:, MN. . o ccnvicnan s @rsroivessessssssses 171,000 171,000
(FC) LAC QUI PARLE LAKES, MINNESOTA RIVER L 796,000 796,000
(N) MINNESOTAIRIVER, MN . oviononioiinesasesesssssnsssasesnss 145,000 145,000
(FC) ORWELL S LAICEIIN 5 ool ot oo e s e mcacn saes a0sta a5 WA IR or b L 1,362,000 1,362,000
(FC) RED LAKE RIVER PN osisnsininessnsssnssessesssssssssson % 177,000 177,000
(N) RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MN..... 2,996,000 2,996,000
SAUK LAKE, MNL. et venvesonmsaen R TR —— 40,000
MISSISSIPPI
(N) BILOXI HARBORSIME & iaivsainiionivievissiasmiome s onass s &5 a0 838,000 838,000
(N) CLATBORNEVCOMNTY  PORT,. (MBS ¢ G sis wininmie s i waisinsmmim e 3,000 3,000
(FC) EAST FORK, TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MS......ccserasnsssensnnes 592,000 592,000
(N) GULFPORTYHABBOR . MS. .« o 0 nvsioineienaionssonisnsessssomastos 2,148,000 2,146,000
(N) MOUTH OF YAZOQ RIVER, MS....cisesvassscviosssesssessss 165,000 165,000
(FC) ORATIRBERE M AKE: MSS 2 e alais diaieivs e miu s els aiee o meie abeiar ai 1,431,000 1,431,000
(N) BASCAGOUEASHARBOR S M8 2o v v st sineassiie s s siees e 3,606,000 3,606,000
PASS CHRISTIAN HARBOR, MS..i.civiasaenssinesssanssses e 693,000
(N) PEARLS RN I I = B LA ¢ 505 s 3 cws b ronbn 61 b sr bt ar a7 HE A 4100 1Skt 270,000 270,000
(N) ROSEDALE HARBOR, MS....covuusnrsrssesnsnesssasssensees 403,000 403,000
(N) YAZOO RIVER:, MS. o ouviasenseovasioeiaaaeasssesossssasss 79,000 79,000
MISSOURI
(N) CARUTHERSYILLE: HARBOR, (MO 5 o 56800 5.0 48085008 0018 55 6.8 508805 392,000 382,000
(MP) CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND MARK TWAIN LAKE, MO........... 4,993,000 4,993,000
(FC) CEEARWATERSLAIE, M0 . o os s o5enateisiein: siniominzesinssmse oo s asaes 2,550,000 2,550,000
(MP) HARRY S TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, MO.......covvunnuns . 8,815,000 8,815,000
(FC) LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES, MO....:.couissvnsacssrssranss 841,000 841,000
(FC) LONG BRANCH LAKE, MO.....s00essssasasocsssasssosvssass 663,000 663,000
(N) MISS RIVER BETWEEN OHIO AND MO RIVERS, MO & IL (REG WO 14,565,000 14,565,000
NEW MADRID COUNTY HARBOR, MO.........cocvvnrnnnnnannnn. —— 250,000
(FC) PONMME DE TERRE LAKE, MO... v csssvnossrescnosssessionssi 1,695,000 1,695,000
(FC) SMITHVILLE LAKE, MO, o0 iauounonnsssnsensanssssssesssssas 1,076,000 1,076,000
(N) SOUTHEAST MISSOURI PORT, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MO........ 202,000 202,000
(MP) STOCKTON LAKE, MO, . v aomanieransinieansviesssasssssss 3,093,000 3,093,000
(MP) TABLE HOCISLAKE, MO i viviesasaassss ssesssaaisiaarus 4,660,000 4,660,000
(FC) UNION LAKES ML c it e siais ssinannediossinis sasensanessaaoss 17,000 17,000
(FC) WAPPAPELLD EAKE, MO. ... it iciisasansassonvannaonuina 10,000 10,000
MONTANA
(MP) FT PECK DAMUAND LAKE, MU . alvineaiesieioiavosssnssennuns 3,657,000 3,786,000
(MP) LIBBY DAM, LAKE KOOCANUSA, MT......cocevsevcsssssssanns 7,408,000 7,409,000
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NEBRASKA
(MP) GAVINS POINT DAM, LEWIS AND CLARK LAKE, NE & SD....... 5,778,000 5,778,000
(FC) HARLAN COUNTY LAKE, NE........... e A o 1,632,000 1,632,000
MISSOURI NATIONAL RECREATIONAL RIVER, NE & SD......... S 200,000
(MP) MISSOURI R MASTER WTR CONTROL MANUAL, NE, IA, KS, MO,. 1,000,000 1,000,000
(FC) PAPILLION CREEK & TRIBUTARIES LAKES, REL 2o o SRR B 594,000 594,000
(FC) SALT CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES; NE.....:siesciscnssnnnsans 688,000 688,000
NEVADA
(FC) MARTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & CA......covuvnnnsnns 5 & w0 405,000 405,000
(FC) PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES, NV.......iciieinnannnn 276,000 276,000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
(FC) BLACKWATER ' DAM, "NH, ... 50 sc0svenshratae T A 400,000 400,000
(FC) EDWARD MACDOWELL LAKE NH oo tsnsnnnsssenssrionssimnnes 377,000 377,000
(FC) FRANKLIN FALLS DAM, NH........ O S S O 1L 1 AT 689,000 689,000
(FC) HOPKINTON - EVERETT LAKES NH G v ea Wil e sy 1y 4 1600 1,023,000 1,023,000
(FC) OTTER: BROOK' LAKE ¢ NH. s 2 ssismnse siasies ales slere 40 a0 445,000 445,000
(FC) SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, NH. i corensnncnsssnstccnsnniicnse 442,000 442,000
NEW JERSEY
(N) BARNEGAT INLET, NJ.................................... 1,050,000 1,050,000
(N) COLD SPRING INLET, NJ....evvvuss 826,000 826,000
(N) DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA TO THE SEA NJ "PA"& DE. . 12,669,000 12,669,000
(N) DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO TRENTON IS S s e R EA 260,000 260,000
MAURTCE RIVER,. N, o oo e o/nnininsie nesssesss s nsusssssssnsss e 1,500,000
(N) NEW JERSEY INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY R 3,007,000 3,007,000
(N) NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK AND PASSAIC RIVER, NJ.......... 1,420,000 1,420,000
(N) RARITAN RIVER TO ARTHUR KILL CUT-OFF, NJ........ce.u.. 60,000 60,000
(N) RARITAN RIVER, NJ...iicovenonvvonassnssosnsensinssnsasn 700,000 700,000
NEW MEXICO
(FC) ABIQUIU DAM, NM. ..« ooooossoasosnsesssoeslsiossissassss 4 1,245,000 1,245,000
(FC) COCHITI LAKE, NM...................................... 1,739,000 1,739,000
(FC) CONCHAS LAKE, NM.......... v s TR e e TR e e R T 866,000 866,000
(FC) GALISTEO DAM, (NM. .. .o .%o . 271,000 271,000
(FC) JEMEZ CANYON DAM, NM......... satels . 849,000 849,000
(FC) SANTA ROSA DAM AND LAKE, SR R I S i 799,000 799,000
(FC) TWO RIVERS AR TN, - ..ov'e o woies’es stiteeinisie dvating Hits tade PR e e R 327,000 327,000
NEW YORK
(FC) ALMOND HEARE Y, o oo e o vinirararataratusataralarsl s falie bre. i utivere arviate: b Vars 356,000 356,000
(FC) ARKPORT DAM, NY...... s e s s nis was e e e e s e e e e 188,000 188,000
(N) BAY RIDGE AND RED HOOK CHANNELS, NY.seeooraeavnonannnes 495,000 485,000
(N) BLACK ROCK CHANNEL AND TONAWANDA HARBOR, NY........... 1,435,000 1,435,000
(N) BUFFALONHRRBOIRSENY'. . oole o oatatetsraratatshate rtatat st sxsip=sliacanp are st visss 585,000 585,000
(N) BUTTERMEERCHANNEL, NY.. .o otaiatei s aioiomsiainins Bn anel sveieiasl niu o o biele 50,000 50,000
(N) EAS T R R NN o orv a0 00 a7 areraa) prietmvas atazar om 4T o) sty s es 47 1isxas dues wiimnd <y 195,000 195,000
(N) EAST ROCKAWAY INLET . NY... oo cma s s asieaaisieines 1,268,000 1,258,000
(FC) EAST STONEYSLARE S NY . curaraiiveiasica averanussirarararatacesais s sod sia siarscns 351,000 351,000
(N) EASTCHESTER CREEK, NY.......covvennennnnnn oi3e eisie siels v 70,000 70,000
(N) FIRE ISCAND “TO JONES INLET, NY......oeiaannssiecasssons 1,870,000 1,870,000
(N) USRI E RN CHANNEL , N o o vocovsrevn s nmsassie s sieais e s 940,000 940,000
(N) BUDSON RIVER, INY'. .o vnvnesssnnsveinesmos owne niaed 0 e e 2,127,000 2,127,000
(N) JAMAICA BAY: NYusiosissninsevsvasessseesssssssesessss 500,000 500,000
(N) JONES SEREETONY (s i savmivee iimm e e ot saiat s wiarea satasiodis 1,000,000 1,000,000
(N) LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY.........o0000un avie wie Sarerel v Wl ee 60,000 60,000
(FC) MT MORRIS LAKE, NY............... e aeee S i EE 1,366,000 1,366,000
(N) NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY CHANNELS, NY...voevenronenssns 2,050,000 2,050,000
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR (DRIFT REMOVAL), NY & NJ....covuvuusnn 4,470,000 4,470,000
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS), . 740,000 740,000
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR, NY: .ooowiaaavesaessesssssessssssss 5,734,000 5,734,000
(N) PORTCHESTERBARBOR, NY..:viivvewsanaavevmeswnvsesssei 295,000 295,000
(N) ROCHESTER HARBOR: NY::iivismadusisdnvsisvmeedsvesaniees 92,000 92,000
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(N) SHINMECOCK INLET, NY.reoossoonsssossonsseesseessneses 100,000 100,000
(FC) SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS, NY.......... 692,000 692,000
(FC) WHITNEYCPOINT LAKE, NY.ivovaohliis AL & el e e e e 489,000 489,000
NORTH CAROLINA
(N) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NC.......civvennnnncnns 6,117,000 6,117,000
(FC) B EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE, NC.......ccvvrnrvnnnnnns 1,133,000 1,133,000
(N) BEAUFORT HARBOR, NC....... A T A R T s 378,000 378,000
(N) BOGUE INLET AND CHANNEL, NC....... i . vivvvvennnns s 1,000,000 1,000,000
(N) CAPE FEAR RIVER ABOVE WILMINGTON, Wy evarsas aeis waats 598,000 700,000
{N) CAROLINA BEACH INLET, NC........... IR 571,000 571,000
(FC) FALES LBKE MG, il i isriiiores ‘ 987,000 987,000
(N) LOCKWOORS TFOLLY "RIVER, INCi s e v s vvme e nmaanoss 924,000 924,000
(N) MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC. oo 6,103,000 6,103,000
(N) MASONBORO INLET AND CONNECTING CHANNELS 1 Wit 51 1,500,000 2,500,000
(N) MOREHEAD CITY HARBOR, SIS Gk . 2,595,000 2,595,000
(N) e T T T e A S RS R 950,000 950,000
(N) DCRACOKEREENEET S NG . S olipias s ulasnnpesasesess sivaesssns 278,000 278,000
(FC) W KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, NC.....uvvuvsvnvenonns 1,670,000 1,670,000
(N) e e s e T o S TP s 6,203,000 6,203,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC) BOWMAN HALEY' LAKE, NDu oo ceinesvanoanessiieinsesssenise 251,000 251,000
(MP) GARRISON DAM, LAKE SAKAKAWEA ND friiicuiiase oo olii et i i s i) v 9,098,000 9,148,000
(FC) HOMME ARG SR s oas sy o0 ss e nsinsnss A R et 243,000 243,000
(FC) LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, ND................... 955,000 955,000
(FC) PIPESTEM ILAKE, ND..coossssosninons e e R e e 361,000 361,000
(FC) SOURTS REIVERSUND . voov s visimeiscainasmen s R S e 96,000 96,000
OHIO
(FC) ALUM CREEK LAKE, OH..... SO O T O e sielviem e 1,826,000 1,826,000
(N) ASHTABULA HARBOR, OH......... iew wee e T . 2,155,000 2,155,000
(FC) BERLIN LAKE, N e SN A IO e 4 oo 1,575,000 1,575,000
(FC) CAESAR CREEK EARE ;. OH oo vaaseiivs ciesseessssaneranane 713,000 713,000
{FC) CLARENCE J BROWN DﬂM OH.............................. 490,000 490,000
(N) CLEVELAND HARBOR, OH......ccovcvurinnnnancanns sesasis 4,868,000 4,868,000
(N) CONNEAUT HARBOR, OH.......c0ovuuvess T 677,000 677,000
(FC) DEER CREEK LAKE. T oo e i oy o ey e R e e 1,766,000 1,766,000
(FC) DELANARESIAIMEL SO, o0 o oo isi isnimieinceie osinseinvio s s sie am.e e acna 1,677,000 1,677,000
(FC) DO IR < a1 s oo oiia e i o o6 s 200 oy o o R e 1,694,000 1,694,000
(N) FAIBPORT HARBOR, OH....cuseassnnncnasivnenassesiosvases 1,185,000 1,185,000
(N) HURON HARBOR, OH..... dilaialee e sesaneaianse s crsessnns 867,000 867,000
(N) LORAIN HARBOR, OH. . .'uovuvvsuvsnnennsns ceserieiavssans 437,000 437,000
(FC) MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH................ 25,000 25,000
(FC) MICHAEL J KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH......c0ovvuvuvunn 926,000 926,000
(FC) MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, OH..... BT URLR S B IE AN SN, SN e T . 612,000 612,000
(FC) MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES OH oo salincnin e o m 00 gaio, o dhbuica S R 6,170,000 6,170,000
(FC) NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING RIVER LAKE, OH........0ovvuvnnnn. 244,000 244,000
(FC) PAINT CREEK LAKE, OH........ sessesecracnsases 1,795,000 1,795,000
(FC) ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT i R g 30,000 30,000
(N) SANDUSKY HARBOR, T i s o0 963,000 863,000
(N) TOLEDO HARBOR, RO S EARN 6,896,000 7,896,000
(FC) TOM JENSEMSRBAM . OH oo asiissianitocsisisieinivioinsas siniawviaasvisjols 269,000 269,000
(FC) WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE, OH.......... S A e e e 387,000 387,000
(FC) WILLIAM H HARSHA LAKE, OH. . cocricasaonosesssonsionssess 640,000 640,000
OKLAHOMA
(FC) ARCADIAULAKE', OK.iu oo s ssonioioososiosiessesesesssssssssss 343,000 343,000
(FC) BIRCH LANE SN < onosoraiamaas o s eiaese s b ore e o u s s ae sl 653,000 653,000
(MP) BROKEN (HOWSEAKE . O, on v din s ainianne sy insn daaamasiae 1,413,000 1,413,000
(FC) CANDY ERICE SO, o s o i dibannie on oy aisimiony s satdte o ol [Stablelntile ofs 25,000 25,000
(FC) CANTON (EAKE!, 0K oo s vvvannsnnsnnnsnssisioeiesilonsdoasnslodes 1,343,000 1,343,000
(FC) COPAN. EARE SO o o v oo v oo oim e oadiath e aia/sie sinjote e oin alase dileial bl 638,000 638,000
(MP) BB A O SEBICE TR O o 0 4 o005 om0 i, 05 6 0 T 3 4,262,000 4,262,000
(MP) FORT ‘GIBSONCEAKE, OR..ieisanssnanssaannasaaneesesensas 2,868,000 2,868,000
(FC) FORT SUPPLY LAKE, OK...cisvscancacsaersonssonnasncnansos 678,000 678,000
(FC) GREAT SALT PLAINS LAKE, OK....:cc00uneccnsnns voaaaaiena 335,000 335,000
(FC) HEYBURN: LAKE ) OK. i iciinaasanvssnnsianins saales saes R 657,000 657,000
(FC) HUGO LAKE, OK.ovovvesoonusasasanansaconosasssnsnsnssesh 1,293,000 1,293,000

(FC) HULAH LAKE, OKi.voovivoorsnssanasss cessssasussnens e 400,000 400,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
(FC) ECAWL. L AR TR BN bl 5.5 o 5w s oy s e A A 94 i, G0 B A& 8, 2,149,000 2,149,000
(MP) KEYSTONE TIARBINEOR:, o o v 0 vmmson s s smsms s R A 2,827,000 2,827,000
(FC) OOEDCAHEIUAICETIRBINY L o o« w60 srm 5200wim 80 WA G0N S R R RCE 0 W 1,287,000 1,287,000
(FC) L g e 487,000 487,000
(FC) PENSACOLA RESERVOIR - LAKE OF THE CHEROKEES; OK., iy 4,000 4,000
(FC) PINE CREEKIAAKE, OK. \udoissanasnsnassnanasessyssessas 1,121,000 1,121,000
(MP) ROBERT S KERR LOCK AND DAM AND RESERVOIRS, OK. i 2,861,000 2,861,000
(FC) SARDIS LAKE, OK....covvncnsenersnsornansns At 876,000 876,000
(FC) SKIATOOK LAKE 2 e g . 1,089,000 1,089,000
(MP) TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, OK........'............... ..... . 2,818,000 2,818,000
(FC) WAURIKA LAKE, OK.,..viveene G o 0 3 e 1.202.000 1,202,000
(MP) WEBBERS FALLS LOCK AND DAM, OK ....................... 2,499,000 2,499,000
(FC) WISTER LAKE, I e SRR S R 747,000 747,000
OREGON
(FC) APPLEGATERERNE ;s (OR 0 <o v v selainy & sraiainig wa e gy o s a1 567,000 567,000
(FC) BELE REVERSUAKEESEDR . )i i s ali S ea s Gl U Y S g e 259,000 259,000
(MP) BONNEVILEENLOCK AND DAM, OR & WA. v o anatiisvmaiitasds 16,200,000 16,200,000
(N) TR L s T A A e 677,000 677,000
(N) COLUMBIA & LWR WILLAMETTE R BLW VANCOUVER, WA & PORTLA 8,817,000 8,817,000
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA, .........c0o000vnns 9,006,000 9,006,000
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN VANCOUVER WA AND THE' DALLES 0 374,000 374,000
(N) CO0S BAY IR GL. cvsw s v T P o S e S e S e 5,470,000 5,470,000
(N) GCOQUELLESRIVERS VAR o o visivisi o e il sl s slawisasin winieaa’s 405,000 405,000
(FC) CONIAGE TCREVERUAKES ORGA s simansineiseniomns Sk 589,000 589,000
(MP) G AR S AN S 05 ronvvonts i iomen) mos st win R i 1,101,000 1,101,000
(N) BERD AR BRC v o vinrd = imca R, i e seruiiatiate e a i e 585,000
(MP) DETROTTSLAKE D OR . .vs saieienasrne RSP RY s A A . 2,160,000 2,160,000
(FC) BORENA EAIES GORL & o oaimiei atnioul e eieatsmde weeisie e e e s @ 639,000 639,000
(FC) FALL (CREEKLAKE ; "OR. . vvvi i R Rl A Tl P AT S Aty | 508,000 508,000
(FC) EERNRIDGEMEARE S ‘OR ;e s s ada s an o aie oe i me sara sme s v o & 749,000 749,000
(MP) GREEN PETERSCUEOSTER. LAKES: ORsssirssvsssnvavsonnatons s 2,610,000 2,610,000
(MP) BEELS: CREEKEERERES (OR . 055 bivvini mmn e s sidin onri Wit em e rorsol 856,000 856,000
(MP) JOHN 'DAYSEDCKRSAND 'DAM, OR: & WAL+ vomvvrvansonsinsessos .ia 20,610,000 20,610,000
(MP) EOOKOUTS PAENTREAKRE . OB ala wowsomree v s e e ase) s wha s« s 4,857,000 4,857,000
(MP) LOST CREEK LAKE, OR........veus o sei e BT e e e e e b e 3,663,000 3,663,000
(MP) MCNARY. 'LOCK AND DAM, OR & WA. .. eivivavsnswanossssionas 9,434,000 9,434,000
(N) BORT QREDRIGVORGZERN s e s svsavm ees oo e s s ahvedls 226,000 226,000
(N) ROGHE SR ERSEOR L . o . e s m oo e e L L e TR 718,000 718,000
(N) SIUSEAN  RENER MR OR .. 02 00wt B 0 5 biere s ane s b6 a5 i e de o v e o aie 733,000 733,000
(N) SIKTPANONSCHANNEN S SOR. o vn & s s e tihs v s v v ads /o i g v o 13,000 13,000
(N) EIMEQUA RN ER SRR o sich e ol 5105 s e sl mrien o e o el e e T s oA a 1,301,000 1,301,000
(N) WILLAMETTE RIVER AT WILLAMETTE FALLS, OR.....vvuviensn 885,000 885,000
(FC) WELEOW. CREEIGIEAKE,  OR ot asan i sniate anle S e 460,000 460,000
(N) YAQUINA BAY AND: HARBOR, : ORvu. v eieefamieis e vieee e o aisionse 1,520,000 1,520,000
PENNSYLVANIA
(N) ALLEGHENY. RIVER, PA..vuosvas P . YR - e e, 10,892,000 10,892,000
(FC) ALVIN R BUSH DAM, PA......... i A LR SO i srey s 490,000 480,000
(FC) AYLESWORTENCRERIC LAKE ;PR o sviriwissem o sias s iiam e 172,000 172,000
(FC) BELTAVIREESUARE . B oo e ki o080 ey S L i 932,000 932,000
(FC) BLUE T MARGHALIEE S PO < ok y b5 siinvitans facie e ow v s sila L orap Vi e o 1,498,000 1,488,000
(FC) CONEMAUGEN REVEBROLAIE ;- PA:Gsiice s ioionsiaioln taiswieis 4 e iee 4 aiaysi e 1,311.000 1,311,000
(FC) ORI E SRS I RR B G 55 s 2500 414 #9901 40 b bamahone 13 eu e v b AaiR SR R S . 398,000 1,398,000
(FC) CROOKED CREEK LAKE, FA 1 059 000 1,059,000
(FC) CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PA..... e - SN 497,000 497,000
(FC) EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER LAKE - " MRACR b 994,000 994,000
(N) ERIE HARBOR, PA..... SRRV aRaS e aRa A i M SR ARSI e 40,000 40,000
(FC) FOSTER JOSEPH SAYERS DAM PGt s PO TR = P 569.000 569,000
(FC) FRANCIS ESWAETER DAM,. PA.. .oty vivvion'stoepres igterd 855,000 855,000
(FC) GENERAL EDGAR JADWIN DAM AND RESERVOIR Pl ooy ook 537,000 537,000
(FC) JOHNSTOWN, PA....:»v0. A A IO AR H 1,909,000 1,909,000
(FC) KINZUA DAM AND ALLEGHENY RESERVOIR PSS BREN X R 1,493,000 1,493,000
(FC) LOVALHANSRIBERINE SR DAL G v o sorees o ot e ale e sl s otk 1,138,000 1,138,000
(FC) MAHONING CREEK LAKE, PA e ot ofimrati et el ATt e g st AR 1,064,000 1,064,000
(N) MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA............ e e (PR S IERE o 1 16,070,000 16,070,000
(FC) PROMPTON LAKE ;. 'PA e soiidues ot et o e W e e 524,000 524,000
(FC) PUNXSUTAWMEY - TPR ooy enm v ool s Wwiats P N e L 47,000 47,000
(FC) BAYSTOWN "LAKEy "PAL & s o varve v S S e Y AT e e 0 e 2,583,000 2,583,000
(N) SCHUYLKILL "RINER, PAL: 5 a0 viidaees g e i Py 1,395,000 ‘,395,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
(FC) SHENANGO RIVER LAKE, PA....... T T e 1,745,000 1,745,000
(FC) SYLILLWATER ILAKE, 'PA. .. ccicicsiiiavevasssnmevavsnss A" 295,000 295,000
(FC) TIOGA-HAMMOND LAKES, PA......c.ivivevscnnnnsnsssnnssnns 1,439,000 1,439,000
(FC) TIONESTA LAKE, PA..... T LRI 1,425,000 1,425,000
(FC) UNION CITY LAKE, PA.ccciciiosssneanna A SR P SRR 543,000 543,000
(FC) WOODCOCK CREEK LAKE, PA......ccivivivrnnnns 5o n wie e viwin o's 753,000 753,000
(FC) YORK INDIAN ROCK ‘DAM, PAiiuiiisitvsoneanisssassuisessn 494,000 494,000
(FC) YOUGHIOGHENY RIVER LAKE, PA. . iicveosvacsinancnasnonsns 1,800,000 1,800,000
PUERTO RICO
(N) SAN JUAN HARBOR, PR....... o1 o O R PRIy | SN S 1,355,000 1,355,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
(N) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL wATERWAY, = & . 2,092,000 2,092,000
(N) BROOKGREEN GARDEN CANAL, SC......ccivivvenrsnsnsrnns . 5,000 5,000
(N) CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC.,isssdedinvssversssavessssesssss 3,615,000 3,615,000
(N) COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR T e D 3,574,000 3,574,000
(N) FOLLY RIVER, e A LSO 320,000 320,000
(N) GEORGETOWN HARBOR. A B R e S A 3,070,000 3,070,000
(N) JEREMY CREEK, SC.. . 0croracsvscssnnsssansonsvsnssnssiines 3,000 3,000
(N) LITTLE RIVERINLET, SC & NC... . scovessrseseossncanonnns 111,000 111,000
(N) MURRELLS INLET, SC. i ieeicscesssrsasrsnsonsssossassnens 93,000 93,000
(N) PORT ROYAL HARBOR, SC....sevsnensvaniss R AR R SR R 1,714,000 1,714,000
(N) SHIPYARD RIVER, SC.......us AE N Es s st e s s s e e ,000 , 00
(N) FOWN S REEW SN CSET 5e =l o o (»rana a7e 4ol Babea s 7o oo 4910 e e e e e e o 540,000 540,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
(MP) BIG: BENDVDAM = LAKE SHARPE, . SD.issisvssnsrnssninnnsass 5,980,000 5,980,000
(FC) COLD BROOK'LAKE, SD...vsssssvssnsssosssscssnssnssspssss 182,000 182,000
(FC) COTTONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, SD..... Ve e ee s e s e m s anleeinie e 165,000 165,000
(MP) FT RANDALL DAM - LAKE FRANCIS CASE, SD......... RN e 9,986,000 9,986,000
(FC) LAKE TRAVERSE, SD & MN..........0u.. o wiaisiaa pee s sl VR ois 581,000 581,000
(MP) OAHE DAM==LAKE OAHE, SD & 'ND: . .cisvsvnnanasisnnssss . 9,689,000 9,689,000
TENNESSEE
(MP) CENTER I HEMEWARE . TN, 0000 s0isnisie s viomsnpsssessnssnssesss 7,533,000 7,618,000
(MP) CHEATHAM LOCK AND DAL SN s sy sosee s ais s sa e e e e 4,905,000 4,905,000
(MP) CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOIR £ Y G SRR A v 4,454,000 4,454,000
(MP) DALE HOLLOW LAKE, e R S AR U 3,487,000 3,487,000
(MP) J PERCY PRIEST DAM AND BESERVOIR. TNu o5 sis enmaissessss o 2,640,000 2,695,000
(MP) OLDEICKORY DGR AND DA, TN . o nne 000 0080 0100 000,0 0 90 000808 4,920,000 4,920,000
(N) TENNESSEE RIVER, TNoiworenassnnsnsessas aw e e e o riemm e . 13,472,000 13,472,000
(N) WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TN........ PP T S T “ 8,000 698,000
TEXAS
(FC) AQUILLA LAKES TR oosoievinsasonsinssnmosesssissnssss 873,000 973,000
(FC) ARKANSAS - RED RIVER CHLORIDE CONTROL — AREA VIII TX. 956,000 956,000
(FC) BARDWELL LAKE, TX...cocvssrsnnaaass sininie e 8 e R o 2,080,000 2,080,000
(FC) BELTON LAKE, TX........ e i e 4 w918 L 8 L 0 Ll 3,267,000 3,267,000
(FC) BENEROOK S BRICE SIS ¢ -vre ava ia-oiussiarare /s (w5 alaio o o edmse gu ca iny a e - am o 2,459,000 2,459,000
(N) BRAZDS, TSLAND U HARBOR: i minininiviaisiasioimsiommiomis s o 1,187,000 1,187,000
(FC) BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES, TX.....oivncevrsnnnnnss 2,182,000 2,182,000
(FC) AN L o hmahenate i asadatnraeisnrayn mue orpiaiiiie: s eio il by ST bl 1,378,000 1,378,000
(N) CHANNEL TO HARLINGEN, TX....vevvvvvennansnnans caaimasas 340,000 340,000
(FC) COOPER LAKE AND CHANNELS TR srucaniorsinassiorsiscnme s:anis nimioienuse 1,034,000 1,034,000
(N) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TX...uvuvuovonsnrnsnsnsnns 10,315,000 10,315,000
(MP) DENISON DAM - LAKE TEXOMA, B s v I 6,045,000 6,045,000
(FC) ESTELLINE SPRINGS EXPERIMENTAL PROJECT i el . A 3,000
(FC) FERRELLS BRIDGE DAM - LAKE O'THE PINES, S o i i o 1,833,000 1,833,000
(N) FREEPORT HARBOR, TX.::.::isassssovasscncannans oouewieie e e 5,458,000 5,458,000
(N) GALVESTON HARBOR AND CHANNEL, by Sl L AR A 3,614,000 3,614,000
(N) GIWW - CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, o G, R L e SN R 1,607,000 1,607,000
(N) GIWW - CHOCOLATE BAYOU, I s cossassns caliae 1,570,000 1,570,000
(FC) GRANGER DAM AND LAKE, TX....ic00esennnannnnnans S 1,287,000 1,287,000
(FC) GRAPEVINE SLAKE: (TN o v o anesn s e e onsse ammie e el s ew 1,947,000 1,947,000
(N) GREENS BAYOU CHANNEL, TX...:csseecoscncassansanns o inee 400,000 400,000
(N) GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, TX........... cesasesarssas 13,476,000 13,476,000
(FC) HARDS CREEK LAKE:,  TEX a0 aa i@ are aimye e syt o) e ety 983,000 983,000
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HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL, TX,i..ieevssnonaessroonvoonasasse

JOE POOL EAKE., TRieoeeaavsvaonias R P T Rt et i S
LAKE KEMP, TX.ssceovssonvisoansninses Seae v R e
LAVON LAKE: TXesienoonen T e S SRS S P S s §ivie woaaie e

LEWISVILLE DAM, . TX, o snernsssmnssss s vsnasasossssss

MOUTH OF THE COLORADO RIVER WH a5 i s tion biinlonidiey o FF e
RAVASRD BEEESSEAKE, TX. %25 %o onahiabhebbnronnssihesnsd
NORTH SAN GABRIEL DAM AND LAKE GEORGETOWN, TX.........
O C FISHER DAM AND LAKE, TX........ R I T T R S S S
PAT MAYSE LAKE, TX...... S AL e e BT AT A AR N Y
PROCTOR LAKE ST’ o i anvvs iaies viilelss deemasioransh Ry o
RAY BOBERISSLAKE . TR, ol e s el wsoneansassnssessss
SABINE - NECHES WATERWAY, TX........ on v aloienie e s e
SAM RAYBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TX...... sawsusnniaens .
SOMERVILLE LAKE, TX......... S S i R G S
STILLHOUSE HOLLOW DAM, R P SRR LR A e eV

TOWN BLUFF DAM - B A STEINHAGEN CAKE, " TX o eialsn aniaies ,
TRINITY RIVER & TRIBUTARIES, TX...urovenvnunvnnnnennns
WACO LAKE, o b 8 eNIN 08 89N S e B S N E SN

WALLISVIELE LAKE, TX...oounmmennsoe
WHLTNEY LAKE SRR . o o5 oo vmnimsiommiievitiis
WRIGHT PATMAN DAM AND LAKE, s

VERMONT

BALL MOUNTATINIHEAKE, NT. o onion oo seene et siiiad s b/
NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VT & NY........ccinvvnnnnnnn
NORTH. HARTEAMDUELAKE , MT oo oesinaivna e e siavinssnesas wys i
NORTH SPRINGEIELD LAKE, Vlicoisai cosviveonansens ivawioa
FOWNSHEMDICARE S MY S5 s v v il s ssmesansesnmessseed aie e el
UNTONSNVLERRGE RPNy VT o s cn vnuo o mm s s bn o e s me b ens Adre 819

VIRGINIA

APPOMATTOX RIVER, VA.....
ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY L R T N R A T
BROAD CREBG. WA . . acoetrrsstnsnnssanbiesBiabisess
CHANNEL TO NEWPORT NEWS, VA crsvsroereenssssnevesses .
CHINCOTEAGUEAINLET, VAL, oy rsegnosssonnssesessssssas vivini
GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA.......00nuenenes

HAMPTON RDS, NORFOLK & NEWPORT NEWS HBR, VA (DRIFT REM
HOSKINS CREEK VA s eavvin R PP o it

11,034,000

1,029,000

230,000
2,500,000
2,371,000
3,445,000
1,470,000
1,219,000
1,187,000
1,473,000

860,000
2,287,000
3,342,000

10,045,000
4,326,000
2,692,000

1,585,000
1,788,000
1,500,000

2,599,000

501,000

4,278,000
.2,214,000

745,000

463,000

281,000
3,366,000
189,000
847,000
1,065,000
1,725,000
525,000
511,000

11,034,000

1,029,000

230,000
2,500,000
2,371,000
3,445,000
1,470,000
1,219,000
1,187,000
1,473,000

860,000
2,287,000
3,342,000

10,045,000
5,326,000

2,692,000
1,585,000
1,788,000
1,500,000
2,589,000

501,000

4,278,000

2,814,000

745,000

463,000

281,000
3,366,000
189,000
847,000
1,065,000
1,725,000
525,000
511,000
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TYPE OF PR T TITLE BUDGET

Sl i ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
(N) JAMES RIVER CHARNEL SVANE - el o tih e ate-doad ST X 1,299,000 1,299,000
(MP)  JOHN H KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA & NC..vvvurrmmurnnns 7,401,000 7,401,000
(FC)  JOHN W FLANNAGAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA.......ovvonenn. 1,293,000 1,293,000
(N) LITTLE WIBORIGDLRIVER, VA. . ... sosarsosnessmnsrisossuns 200,000 200,000
(N) LYNNHAVEN INLET, VA.......cv0nn. N e e e 778,000 778,000
(N) MONROE BAY AND CREEK, VA......... e R S P T 400,000 400,000
(N) NANSEMOND RIVER, VA. e 429,000 429,000
(N) NORFOLK HARBOR (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS), V 100,000 100,000
(N) NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS, VA.......vveenenasss Y 7,103,000 7,103,000
(FC) NORTH FORK OF POUND RIVER LAKE, VA. .. ovsnnssnnnnnnnns 339,000 339,000
(N) PAGAN RIVER, VA............ oW I Ay A bt et F o 400,000 400,000
(MP) g T T e e A AL N 2,233,000 2,233,000
(N) POTOMAC RIVER AT ALEXANDRIA, VA. . @ uvvosuunnnsnnnnnnnns 75,000 75,000
(N) POTOMAC RIVERUAT! MT VERNON, WA, i ucn's eisa e saiasiesasyiasns 309,000 309,000
(N) AR o T e D R A SR L R 452,000 452,000
(N) TANGLER CHARMELS "NA ., -5 ivrcn sisovnssmescsn o mee s omimsm 30,000 30,000
(N) THIMBLE SHORLUCHANNEL, VA. .. ccnvoessnrnsessssssssessone 174,000 174,000
(N) WATERWAY ON THE COAST OF VIRGINIA, VA..... RAMEL LN ("3 1,118,000 1,118,000
(N) WHITINGS CREEK, MIDDLESEX €O, VA..:.ivensannssanssssos 195,000 195,000
(N) WILLOUGHBY CHANNEL, VA. .o viesssnioeseessseesssans Sl 165,000 155,000

WASHINGTON

(N) ANACORTESSHARBORMMWAL | o ot i r ettt atararra i bra ey soree s ivanaticrasiois 20,000 20,000
(N) BELLINGHAM HARBOR, WA.................. ....... i aaetere 28,000 28,000
(MP) CHIEP JOSEPHEBAM; WA tiavasci s s s i s sieia s e oot 15,437,000 15,437,000
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER AT BAKER BAY, WA & OR. ............"" 18,000 18,000
(MP)  COLUMBIA RIVER SYSTEM OPERATION REVIEW. ‘WA, ID, MT &0 640,000 640,000
(N) EVERETT HARBOR AND SNOHOMISH RIVER, WA. 890,000 890,000
(N) GRAYS HARBOR AND CHEHALIS RIVER, WA..... 7,529,000 7,529,000
(FC) HOWARD A HANSON DAM, WA........ e STy aret ; 945,000 945,000
(MP) ICE HARBOR LOCK AND DAM, WA............ G e e 7,661,000 7,661,000
(N) LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, WA....... R e 5,165,000 5,165,000
(MP) LITTLE GOOSE LOCK AND DAM, WA.........ovvvunn. B ke 4,617,000 4,617,000
(MP) LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND DAM, WA........... ol B 5,668,000 5,668,000
(MP) LOWER MONUMENTAL LOCK AND DAM, WA........ Yt Ead ah 7,181,000 7,181,000
(FC)  MILL CREEK LAKE, VIRGIL B BENNINGTON LAKE. WA......... 563,000 563,000
(FC)  MT ST HELENS, WA..... B N P e A R R e Sile 451,000 451,000
(FC) MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA.......ovveuuenn. e N Jis 1,629,000 1,629,000
(N) PUGET SOUND AND TRIBUTARY WATERS | R RN 1,139,000 1,139,000
(N) SEATTLE HARBOR; WA. . ....ccbecesss SRR PR T | 584,000 584,000
(FC) STILLAGUAMISH RIVER, WA...... o S N T W 165,000 165,000
(N) SWINOMISH CHANNEL, WA. g e L P )L 392,000 392,000
(FC) TACOMA, PUYALLUP RIVER WA...... ....... M R SN e e W 47,000 47,000
(MP)  THE DALLES LOCK AND DAM, WA & OR........ ceaa 11,169,000 11,169,000
(N) WATERWAY CONNECTING PORT TOWNSEND AND OAK "BAY, WA. . ... 43,000 43,000
(N) WILLAPA RIVER AND HARBOR, WA. .....vinenonennmnennnnnns 125,000 125,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC) BEECH \FORKEHRICES: WV 2o oo s ahh e iis s amramisiachs o prarmisssrnis 935,000 935,000
(FC) =yl Emnpetilan b o TSR K Byt 0 My s R R e . 2,643,000 3,643,000
(FC) BURNSVITEESLRIRES 0V o+ vo's. oo lwalsre 5 aviinte o sk e rhrarsress. Sesmmsiacuisse 1,421,000 1,421,000
(FC) EAST LYNN LAKE, WV...... T T T S e S P e h s 946,000 946,000
(N) EEHRIVERS HARHORCTWW L (o oo e it s ad wia e a o arm e 8 aiaie ag 18,000 18,000
(FC) ELKINS, WV, K e s aais ) R b e e e A 31,000 31,000
(N) KANAWHA RIVER LOCKS "AND DAMS, WV........ Slarele s 518 winintnse 11,609,000 11,609,000
(FC) R D BAILEY LAKE, T T 1,234,000 1,234,000
(FC) STONEWALL JACKSON LAKE, "WV. o itana o so b Dt BavETa AR 938,000 938,000
(FC) SUMMERSVIEEESRAREL WV s i s s s a s h b hd At b vty b5 enm 1,243,000 1,243,000
(FC) SUTTON LAKE (W o2 .. ... o ees s iiiiddsa ot g S IiaT 2,832,000 2,832,000
(N) TXGART LAKEFSIIE . oo o nn s s bt 850 50 00 s b s S R e 1,370,000 1,370,000
WISCONSIN
(N) ASHLAND HARBOR, WI....... . i00uuuns Sioeuu e 8 0 0 0 0.3 018 Bn 8 brk 265,000 265,000
(N) BIG SUAMICO HARBOR, WI............ S A 5 a\E Yk e e e 184,000 184,000
(N) CORNUCOPIA HARBOR, WI.. crecusensssnenee e 207,000 207,000
(FC) EAU GALLE RIVER LAKE WISCONSIN, WI............ouvuunen 477,000 477,000
(N) FOX RIVER, wI...............ﬂ........ ................. 2,781,000 2,781,000
(N) GREEN" BAY “HABBOR . *WI% i\ oosioenbins viass < WTala\e vre a N e e 1,833,000 1,833,000
(N) GREEN BAY HARBOR, WI (DIKE DISPOSAL).....evevvevnnnnas . 30,000 30,000
(N) KEWAUNEE HARBOR, WI...........cuuuns ersessenesssnaenns 280,000 290,000
(FC) LA FARGE LAKE, WI...soonovesnosnnssstonsonessosampersnss 70,000 70,000
(N) MANITOWOC HARBOR, WI.............. srassuee s swae 775,000 775,000
(N) MILWAUKEE HARBOR, WI......couievencrrennvnnnonosnoansns 2,874,000 2,874,000
(N) PORT WASHINGTON HARBOR, WI..ooinevsncnncancinancnnsnns 259,000 259,000
(N) SAXON HARBOR, WI............. S G P i O 132,000 132,000
(N) SHEBOYGAN HARBOR, WI.......civverrrnarrrrrnnnnnnssrans 793,000 793,000
(N) STURGEON BAY, WI...... oW e AN e NS e b e e e e ey 326,000 326,000
(N) TWO RIVERS HARBOR, WI........ SR 8 e e e e e 86,000 86,000
WYOMING
(FC) JACKSON HOLESUEVEES,. WY v onmisiso, st bt oom i s acy st wio Bers e 1,015,000 1,015,000
MISCELLANEOUS
COASTAL INLET RESEARCH PROGRAM..........cvvuueenn e 3,500,000 3,500,000
COST SHARE BEACH DISPOSAL (SECTION 933)............... 0,000 600,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET

PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
DREDGING:-RESEARCH PROGRAM ... 5, . cincvesseansnnssvessre 3,487,000 3,487,000
ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING (SECTION 312)........0000000000 i 750,000
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW GUIDE FOR OPERATIONS (ERGO)...... 4,000,000 4,000,000
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. ..... vvovivvennnsannsnnns 6,889,000 6,889,000
MONITORING OF COMPLETED COASTAL PROJECTS......covuvuns 2,100,000 2,100,000
NATIONAL DAM SAFETY PROGRAM........00cnvusucasnnnnnnns 20,000 20,000
NATIONAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM (NEPP)........ 7,000,000 7,000,000
NATIVE AMERICAN GRAVES PROTECTION AND REPATRIATION.... 3,931,000 3,931,000
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEY S ¢ a's e v orsinn:noieivscnoessiessess 10,709,000 10,709,000
PROTECTION, CLEARING, AND STRAIGHTENING OF CHANNELS... 50,000 50,000
REAL TIME WATER CONTROL RESEARCH PROGRAM. ............. 675,000 675,000
RECREATION PARTNERSHIP INITIATIVES (RPI).....00veveusen 400,000 400,000
REMOVAL OFASUNKENSVESSELS . v i sosvasvsssosassnsssinesans 1,000,000 1,000,000
REPAIR, EVALUATION, MAINTENANCE & REHAB RESEARCH...... 6,000,000 6,000,000
RIVER CONFLUENCE IOE RESEARCH.....:csciessspassnasssss 650,000 650,000
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS.......0vveeancnnnnonnn 3,200,000 3,200,000
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS........e00:40 3,764,000 3,764,000
WATERBORNE COMMERCE STATISTICS...... . 0o0seecuarvs ewaee 4,310,000 4,310,000
WETLANDS MITIGATION BANKING DEMONSTRATION STUDY....... 336,000 336,000
WETLANDS RESEARCH PROGRAM. .. .veevvensnnssnanssnos seisn 5,283,000 5,283,000
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ -25,487,000 -35 480,000

TOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.........vv000nn

TYPE OF PROJECT:
(N) NAVIGATION
(BE) BEACH EROSION CONTROL
(FC) FLOOD CONTROL
(MP) MULTIPURPOSE, INCLUDING POWER

1,688,990,000
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TITLE II
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION
ACCOUNT

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates $24,770,000
to carry out the provisions of the Central
Utah Project Completion Act as proposed by
the Senate instead of $25,770,000 as proposed
by the House.

Amendment No. 19: Provides that
$14,920,000 of the funds appropriated to carry
out the provisions of the Central Utah
Project Completion Act shall be available to
carry out the activities authorized under
title IT of the Act as proposed by the Senate
instead of $15,920,000 as provided by the
House.

Amendment No. 20: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate
which provides that funds appropriated to
carry out the provisions of the Central Utah
Project Completion Act shall be available for
feasibility studies of alternatives to the
Uintah and Upalco Units.

Amendment No. 21: Deletes House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate which provides
that $500,000 of the funds available for activi-
ties authorized under title II of the Central
Utah Project Completion Act shall be avail-
able for expenses incurred by the Secretary
of the Interior in carrying out his respon-
sibilities under the Act.

Amendment No. 22: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
appropriates $1,000,000 for expenses incurred
by the Secretary of the Interior in carrying
out his responsibilities under the Central
Utah Project Completion Act.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

The summary tables at the end of this title
set forth the conference agreement with re-
spect to the individual appropriations, pro-
grams and activities of the Bureau of Rec-
lamation. Additional items of conference
agreement are discussed below.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 23: Appropriates $13,819,000
for General Investigations instead of
$13,109,000 as proposed by the House and
$14,409,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement includes
$1,000,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to
undertake studies and other activities to
identify opportunities for water reclamation
and reuse instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by
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the Senate. Such activities include the San
Francisco, California, Area Water Reclama-
tion study authorized by section 1611 of Pub-
lic Law 102-575 and final engineering and site
preparation for the project proposed by Es-
condido for the Rincon Del Diablo and
Olivenhain Municipal Water Districts in the
San Diego, California, area.
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

Amendment No. 24: Appropriates
$464,423,000 for Construction Program as pro-
posed by the House instead of $460,898,000 as
proposed by the Senate.

The conferees have provided $125,000 to es-
tablish a Sacramento River Information
Center pursuant to section 3406(b)(16) and
section 3407(e) of Public Law 102-5756. Such
center shall operate through a non-profit or-
ganization, under terms and conditions iden-
tified by the Bureau of Reclamation. The
conferees encourage the center to support
educational activities, including those tar-
geted toward the school systems and the
public at large, to promote a better under-
standing of the Central Valley aquatic sys-
tems and resources.

The conferees have provided $2,750,000 to
help resolve the fishery problems associated
with the Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District’s
Hamilton City Pumping Plant, $750,000 of
which is intended to reimburse the District
for extraordinary expenditures undertaken
in fiscal year 1993, with the approval of all
concerned Federal and State agencies, to
make emergency, interim retrofits to the
District’s existing fish screen.

The conference agreement includes
$5,000,000 for the San Gabriel Basin Dem-
onstration, California, project authorized by
section 1614 of Public Law 102-575 as pro-
posed by the House instead of $1,000,000 as
proposed by the Senate. This project and its
peripheral components will assist Southern
California in meeting its long-term water
needs using local water resources which are
presently contaminated but can be reclaimed
through conjunctive use and treatment. This
cost-shared project will produce 30,000,000
gallons per day of potable water. The con-
ferees recognize the importance of such
projects in meeting the goals of Public Law
102-575 regarding water guality and utiliza-
tion of the basin as a water storage facility.

In lieu of the language contained in the
House and Senate reports regarding the Gar-
rison Diversion Unit, North Dakota, project,
the conferees agree that the funds appro-
priated are to carry out activities authorized
by the Garrison Diversion Reformation Act
of 1986, Public Law 99-294.

The conferees agree not to take a position
on the acquisition of the Lincoln Ranch in
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Arizona at this time. If, in the future, acqui-
sition of the Ranch proves feasible, due con-
sideration will be given to the project.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

The conferees direct that none of the funds
appropriated for Operation and Maintenance
may be used for the Western Water Policy
Review. Funds to carry out the Western
Water Policy Review have been provided
under General Administrative Expenses.

The conference agreement includes up to
$2,000,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to
undertake repairs to the Corning Canal,
Thomes Creek Siphon in California. The con-
ferees are concerned, however, that state and
local interests have not taken sufficient pre-
cautions to prevent streambed degradation
impacting the siphon crossings. Therefore, to
prevent future damages, the Bureau is di-
rected to work with state and local interests
to develop a plan to prevent a recurrence of
the erosion problem jeopardizing the siphon
operation and to inform the Committees on
Appropriations of the House and Senate,
within six months of the date of enactment
of this Act, of the progress on developing
such a plan. Any further repairs caused by
streambed degradation attributable to grav-
el mining operations on Thomes Creek shall
be a non-Federal responsibility. This is not
intended to preclude Bureau participation in
a long-term solution to the problem.

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION LOANS PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

Amendment No. 25: Appropriates $12,900,000
for the Bureau of Reclamation Loans Pro-
gram, excluding administrative expenses, as
proposed by the Senate instead of $11,563,000
as proposed by the House. The conference
agreement also provides $600,000 for adminis-
trative expenses of Loan Program as pro-
posed by the House and the Senate.

Amendment No. 26: Provides a loan obliga-
tion ceiling of $21,000,000 as proposed by the
Senate instead of $18,726,000 as proposed by
the House.

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

The amount provided for General Adminis-
trative Expenses includes $2,000,000 for the
Bureau of Reclamation to initiate the West-
ern Water Policy Review authorized in title
30 of Public Law 102-575.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Amendment No. 27: Deletes language pro-
posed by the Senate which amends the
Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserve Water
Rights Settlement Act of 1992.
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PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

ARIZONA
UPPER SAN PEDRO RIVER OPTIMIZATION STUDY........0000.. 80,000 80,000
TUCSON/PHOENIX WATER CONSERVATION AND EXCHANGE STUDY.. 300,000 300,000
CALIFORNIA
AMERICAN RIVER FOLSOM SOUTH OPTIMIZATION STUDY........ 65,000 65,000
DELTA WATER MANAGEMENT . civco s 450 v 0 ivaie aniibamaie o malaiaaloly o o siale = 50,000
OFFSTREAM STORAGE INVESTIGATION......cevnuieeensenannns = 20,000
SACRAMENTO VALLEY RICELANDS/WETLANDS CONJUNC. USE STUD 500,000 500,000
SALTON. SEA IRESEARCH PROJECT i .00 it eaiisonadassrnes o 100,000
SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY CONVEYANCE.......iooonveeennansnnas . 10,000
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA COMPREHENSIVE WATER..........00... 200,000 200,000
PUTAH CREEK FLOW OPTIMIZATION INVESTIGATION........... 50,000 50,000
COLORADO
GRAND VALLEY PROJECT WATER CONSERVATION STUDY ........ 50,000 50,000
UPPER ARKANSAS RIVER BASIN WATER QUALITY INVEST....... 125,000 125,000
YAMPA RIVER WATER SUPPLY STUDY ..civveveesincrinacacnn 100,000 100,000
IDAHO
IDAHO ‘RIVER SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT . s cvov sonntinvsienniesas sae 175,000 175,000
MONTANA
FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION. .u s dvseinieiarniesnssoisinediosia b 200,000
MUSSELSHELL RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN. . ....000uvuses 80,000 80,000
WESTERN MONTANA WATER CONSERVATION STUDY.......covvvun 150,000 150,000
NEW MEXICO
MIDDLE RIO GRANDE ASSESSMENT/MGMT STUDY.....eusvunssas 160,000 160,000
PECOS RIVER BASIN FISH AND WILDLIFE.... i ceeennanenasns 100,000 100,000
RIO PUERCO WATERSHED SEDIMENTATION & WATER QUALITY STU 50,000 50,000
SAN JUAN RIVER - GALLUP WATER SUPPLY STUDY............ S 500,000
NEBRASKA
PICK SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM, PRAIRIE BEND UNIT.. s, 75,000
OREGON
CARLTON LAKE RESTORATION: ¢o v s ornivsnpanaricoaon v issnss 100,000 100,000
GRANDE RONDE WATER OPTIMIZATION STUDY...iuoveersnnnnnns 55,000 55,000
JOSEPHINE COUNTY WATER MGMT IMPROVEMENT STUDY......... 90,000 90,000
NORTHWEST OREGON REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY STUDY ......... 100,000 100,000
OREGON STREAM RESTORATION PLANNING STUDY.............. 200,000 200,000
OREGON SUBBASIN CONSERVATION PLANNING...........000000. 200,000 200,000
OWYHEE PROJECT STORAGE OPTIMIZATION STUDY............. 200,000 200,000
UPPER DESCHUTES RIV BASIN WATER CONSERVATION PROJ..... 120,000 320,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
BLACK HILLS REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT STUDY........... 100,000 100,000
LEWIS AND CLARK RURAL WATER SYSTEM........cociviunnnnn i 50,000
TEXAS
EDWARDS ACQUIFER REG. WATER RESOURCES & MGMT STUDY.... 175,000 175,000
LOWER RIO GRANDE BASIN STUDY....vcvvesnrssassnasennses 190,000 190,000
RINCON BAYOU-NUECES MARSH WETLANDS.........co0vvvirens 175,000 175,000
UTAH
UTAH LAKE WATER MANAGEMENT STUDY.........cciiviunnnnas 150,000 150,000
WEBER BASIN WATER QUALITY/WATERSHED...............v0nn 150,000 160,000
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PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
WYOMING
WIND RIVER BASIN STUDY............. crisasesssssinnnans 88,000 88,000
VARIOUS
BEAR RIVER INTRESTATE WATER SUPPLY STUDY......... o 75,000 75,000
BEAR RIVER BASIN WATER QUALITY/WATERSHED........000... 150,000 150,000
COLORADO RIVER WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM...... 1,200,000 1,200,000
ENVIRONMENTAL & INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ACTIVITIES... 3,234,000 3,234,000
FISH & WILDLIFE HABITAT PRESERVATION & ENHANCEMENT.... 50,000 60,000
GENERAL PLANNING STUDIES........... cassssursseessraean 900,000 900,000
INVESTIGATION OF EXISTING PROJECTS.......o0evvevuununnnns 455,000 455,000
LOWER COLORADO RIVER REGULATORY STORAGE STUDY......... 160,000 150,000
MINOR WORK ON COMPLETED INVESTIGATIONS.......:00uuues 236,000 236,000
MISSOURI RIVER BASIN WATER RESOURCE MGMT PLANS........ 160,000 150,000
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES.....:0000eessssnsasnssns 1,346,000 1,346,000
UPPER SNAKE RIVER BASIN SALMON MIGRATION WATER STUDY. 200,000 0,000
UPPER SNAKE RIVER BASIN STORAGE OPTIMIZATION......... 200,000 200,000
WEST TEXAS/SOUTHERN NEW MEXICO WATER RESOURCE INVEST.. 100,000 100,000
RECLAMATION WASTE WATER STUDIES........ e S 1,000,000
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGES....... - -1,100,000
TOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS........... cvsesaes 12,714,000 13,819,000
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM
CONSTRUCTION 2:8 REHABILITATION
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS
ARIZONA
INDIAN WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT PROJECTS........00neun. 3,023,000 3,023,000
TRES RIOS WETLANDS DEMONSTRATION......vvvvrvrnnnnnunes e 500,000
CALIFORNIA
oo S R
= 11 2.5 3 8 BT NS e S A 1,825,000 1,825,000
MISCELLANEOUS PROJECT PROGRAMS.......cv0veuvnnnnnnns 16,015,000 20,190,000
SACHRAMENTO RIVERDIMISION. . .+ o0 o0 0.t aishedetnds: o a isierordtadeto 4,814,000 4,814,000
SANILUIS UINT, (v dicien s s o nie siee 000 nsiaisbsiulofd oo Vi wdlide ae 50,000 50,000
TRINITY RIVER RESTORATION PROGRAM.............. 3,635,000 3,535,000
LOS ANGELES AREA WATER RECLAMATION & REUSE PROJECTS. T 5,250,000
SAN GABRIEL BASIN DEMONSTRATION......evvvunnrnnanans e 5,000,000
COLORADO
GRAND VALLEY UNIT, TITLE XX, CRBSCP...coesssecsimanssiss 15,444,000 15,444,000
LOWER GUNNISON BASIN UNIT, TITLE II, CRBSCP........... 4,193,000 4,193,000
PARADOX VALLEY UNIT, TITLE II, CRBSCP.....00vvvvnnsnns 3,958,000 3,958,000
MONTANA
HUNGRY' {HORSE. DAM . 00 0 da e ia e ai00/0 00 s msie s mwiar ovis o oo mcation o6 S 3,500,000
NEBRASKA
NORTH LOUP DIVISION, P-SMBP...... el an e v 8w e el 4 e . 5,928,000 5,928,000
NEVADA
NEWLANDS PROJECT iiitiie &iifiiviiiio s st o anaosoasossassssnns . Sl 100,000
NORTH DAKOTA
GARRISON DIVERSION UNIT, P-SMBP......... ssssaarssass s 30,000,000 32,000,000
OREGON
UMATILLA BASIN PROJECT . v ivovernnnonneonnnnesabodssionsile 6,300,000 9,900,000



25944 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

October 22, 1993

PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
SOUTH DAKOTA
BELLEE (FOURCHE: UNITHrP=SMBP . . v ssouin v smme i e saies 7,310,000 7.310,000
MNI WICONI PROJECT . civivsivossvsasasaonnsiasensdnsssans 3,000,000 10,000,000
MLD: DAKOTAPROJECTimanis evssis savesvundsissssses s e ——— 2,000,000
TEXAS
LAKE MEREDITH SALINITY CONTROL PROJECT, TX & OK....... —— 1,400,000
WASHINGTON
COLUMBIA BASIN PROJECT:
IRRIGATION FACILEITIES: «cvevmvonnseeeeeeomornssosssns 4,000,000 4,800,000
VARIOUS
BOULDER CANYON PROJECT, AZ~NV....con00e00ssssmosassanns 4,754,000 4,754,000
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJ., TITLE I.. 8,257,000 8,257,000
SUBTOTAL, REGULAR CONSTRUCTION.....covuvtvnssnss 122,406,000 167,731,000
DRAINAGE AND MINOR CONSTRUCTION:
BOISE PROJECT, PAYETTE DIVISION, IDAHO.............. 2,395,000 2,395,000
BRANTLEY PROJECT NEW MEXICO, . vusnsnesisesvssssinss 2,082,000 2,092,000
COLORADO RIVER FRONT WORK & LEVEE SYSTEM, AR, CO. 1,250,000 1,250,000
COLUMBIA & SNAKE RIVER SALMON RECOVERY PROJECT...... 2,000,000 2,000,000
CULTURAL RESOURCES ACT., ID,ND,MT,OR,SE,WA,WY....... 62,000 62,000
FRYINGAN-ARKANSAS PROJECT, COLORADO.......vvcveveens 400,000 400,000
HEADGATE ROCK HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT, AZ, CA......... 51,000 51,000
KLAMATH PROJECT, OREGON-CALIFORNIA........ivvnuvrens 2,442,000 2,442,000
MC GEE CREEK PROJECT, OKLAHOMA..........covuvenensas 100,000 100,000
MINIDOKA PROJECT; IDAHO . .. cosciisviissvnanvissessne 315,000 315,000
MOUNTAIN PARK PROJECT, OKLAHOMA. .........ccitvvnrnnnn 500,000 500,000
NEWEARDS PROUECT ., NEVADA..vsvs v rernsvssrsssnnseses 2,379,000 2,379,000
NUECES RIVER PROJECT, TEXAS....:civevvssesnaaossoassa 700,000 700,000
PALMETTO. BEND PROJECT,! "EEXAS . .o urarearesastataritativa s v s a 100,000 100,000
PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM:
BOSTWICK DIVISION, NEBRASKA..........ovvivvnnnnnns 230,000 1,230,000
EASTEBENCH UNETS IMONTANAL . o ¢ ov e eeinseassssnnseness 50,000 50,000
FARWELL (UNIT, NEBRASICA, o oo v ovs roennsesssssseesesse 560,000 560,000
OAHE UNIT, SQUTH DAKOTA..:::cseecocessosnmsoniasne 96,000 96.000
ONL CREENK UNET. WYOMENG . . ;o oooagaivaasanast o atias siaae 15,000 15,000
RECLAMATION RECREATION MANAGMENT ACT - TITLE 28..... 2,000,000 2,000,000
RECREATION FACILITIES AT EXISTING RESV, VARIOUS..... 161,000 151,000
SAN LUIS VALLEY PROJECT, CLOSED BASIN DIVISION...... 390,000 390,000
TUALATIN PROJECT, OREGON....vcosvosaraovsvaanesranss A 450,000
WETLANDS DEVELOPMENT, VARIOUS.........conuvrnannnnns 1,800,000 1,800,000
YAKIMA FISH PASSAGE/PROTECTIVE FACILITIES, WA....... 725,000 725,000
SUBTOTAL, DRAINAGE ADN MINOR CONSTRUCTION....... 20,803,000 22,253,000
SAFETY OF DAMS PROGRAMS:
BITTER ROOT PROJECT, COMO DAM, MONTANA.............. 500,000 500,000
BOISE PROJECT, DEER FLAT DAM, IDAHO......cvvevuvnnnas 4,000,000 4,000,000
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT, VERNAL UNIT, STEINAKER DAM, UT 1,099,000 1,099,000
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR DAM SAFETY PRCGRAM. . ..+ 00400 650,000 650,000
BRI IPRODECT, SUIRHL, o o b e oy his nmwiin Bt s i s, oboes 6o 341,000 341,000
ITITIATE SOD CORRECTION ACTION, VARIOUS............. 18,136,000 18,136,000
MODIFICATION REPORTS & PRECONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY..... 2,500,000 2,500,000
SALT RIVER PROJECT, BARTLETT DAM, ARIZONA........... 12,897,000 12,897,000
SALT RIVER PROJECT, HORSESHOE DAM, ARIZONA.......... 14,234,000 14,234,000
SALT RIVER PROJECT, STEWART MTN. DAM, ARIZONA....... 227,000 7,000
SAN CARLOS IRRIGATION - COOLIDGE DAM, ARIZONA....... 7,803,000 7,803,000
SUBTOTAL; ‘SARETY OF DAMS. v vioiuiiowmsaiwaisive e 62,487,000 62,487,000
REHABILITATION AND BETTERMENT:
MILK RIVER, GLASGOW DIVISION, MT....cssesscsonsssses 410,000 410,000
QODEN! REVER PROUBCT NUTAH.L . <o o vo v vviripomnsesvss 1,935,000 1,935,000
SRS HONE SR ROECET L o 5 o el e e o elas e o e 8- 6 B ARk i 1,100,000 1,300,000
WEBER BASIN PROJECT, UTAH: s :iisvas vamswsaniasndses s 3,613,000 3,613,000
SUBTOTAL, REHABILITATION AND BETTERMENT......... 7,058,000 7.258,000
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
"SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY:

DESALTING TECHNOLOGY...... 1T ) SN BTN 6 AV Bk s 1,000,000 1,000,000
GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE.... osassssvssnsssssssasssnnes 1,012,000 1,012,000
GROUNDWATER RECHARGE DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.......... 4,470,000 4,470,000
WATER TECHNOLOGY/ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH.......... e 4,335,000 4,335,000
SUBTOTAL, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY........oouuvurn 10,817,000 10,817,000

TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION AND
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS 223,571,000 260,546,000

COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT
UPPER COLORADENEIVER BASIN FUND
PARTICIPATING PROJECTS

COLORADO
ANIMAS=LA PLATA PROJECT . . ¢ y:emis aiouoinaiois sisin s israin.e e sinniesess 7,000,000 7,000,000
DOLORES PROJECT ¢ e oiaaio s sisimmenianesin o oisameiosseesssssoss 20,335,000 20,335,000
UTAH
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT, BONNEVILLE UNIT........i0iuuunen 18,857,000 18,857,000
CENTBAL UTAH PROJECT., UINTAH UNIT: i vovasasvssnsesitons 25,000 25,000

DRAINAGE & MINOR CONSTRUCTION:
PARTICIPATING PROJECTS:

DALLAS (CREEK: PROJEGTI. (4 <ovis swes sonmiild@ios dlide 84 dlaad 280,000 290,000
RECREATIONAL AND FISH AND WILDLIFE FACILITIES:
RECREATLONAL EAGIRITEEES (s i v a s s vmiion vt tos 860800850 12,490,000 12,490,000
FISH AND WILDLIFE FACILITIES........ Vs aae e s b L 3,751,000 3,751,000
TOTAL, COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT........... 62,748,000 62,748,000

COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT
CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT

ARIZONA
CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT, WATER DEVELOPMENT (LCRBDF)... 160,470,000 160,470,000
CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT, NON-INDIAN DIST. SYSTEMS..... 120,000 120,000
CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT, SAFETY OF DAMS............... 18,178,000 18,178,000
TOTAL, COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT..........cuun 178,768,000 178,768,000
ASSOCIATED ITEMS
UNDISTRIBUTED REDUCTION BASED ON ANTICIPATED DELAYS... -33,239,000 -37,639,000
TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM. ......oeevsrecrnnass 431,848,000 464,423,000
LOAN PROGRAM
EASTERN MUNICIPAL CALIFORNIA WATER DISTRICT NO. 3..... 3,800,000 3,800,000
FORT MCDOWELL: INDIAN TRIBE. ... iéiieasleas oo dsaneiis 1,400,000 9,100,000
LOAN ADMINISTRATION Sl s canssido s ad s as s asisn i 600,000 600,000

TOTAL, LOAN PROGRAM. .. ccu oo nnmesenrsnnesesossesse 5,800,000 13,500,000
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TITLE III
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

The summary tables at the end of this title
set forth the conference agreement with re-
spect to the individual appropriations, pro-
grams and activities of the Department of
Energy. Additional items of conference
agreement are discussed below.

APPLICATION OF GENERAL REDUCTIONS

With regard to any general reductions con-
tained in the Fiscal Year 1994 Energy and
Water Development Appropriations Act,
with the exception of activities specifically
addressed by the Committees, the conferees
recommend that the Department of Energy
apply those reductions in the most prudent
and practical manner. Any such reduction
should be taken in a manner that is cost ef-
fective and generally least disruptive to the
Department’s missions and programs. The
Department continues to maintain signifi-
cant amounts of prior year uncosted bal-
ances, particularly in capital equipment and
construction project accounts, In applying
any general reductions, the Department
should seek to reduce these balances as
much as possible. Furthermore, the Depart-
ment shall consult with and make their
plans for these reductions available to the
House and Senate Energy and Water Devel-
opment Appropriations Subcommittees prior
to implementing the reductions.

GENERAL PLANT PROJECTS

In recent years, general plant projects au-
thorized under Department of Defense au-
thorization acts have been subject to statu-
tory funding limits on the cost of individual
projects, while similar projects for civilian
programs of the Department have not. The
Secretary should develop guidelines using
the flexibility provided to the civilian pro-
grams and the direction provided in enacted
authorization acts. The Secretary should es-
tablish coordinated management guidelines
and funding limits for Departmentwide ap-
plication which achieves maximum pro-
grammatic efficiency and effectiveness.
These revised guidelines should be submitted
to the House and Senate Energy and Water
Development Appropriations Subcommittees
prior to the submission of the fiscal year 1995
budget.

MINORITY EDUCATION OPPORTUNITIES

There are currently over 440,000 Hispanic
students attending 1256 Hispanic-serving in-
stitutions in 15 states and Puerto Rico.
These colleges and universities include some
of the premier research and development fa-
cilities in the world, as well as many other
excellent two- and four-year institutions.
These colleges and universities are poised to
make an increasingly important contribu-
tion to Department of Energy research
projects and programs, particularly as the
DOE plans to increase its predesignated re-
search, development, and education funds for
many minority institutions, including his-
torically black colleges and universities.

The conferees applaud the Department of
Energy’'s efforts to enhance the education
opportunities for minority students in the
areas of science and technology. The con-
ferees strongly encourage the Department to
include Hispanic-serving institutions to par-
ticipate in any current or future plans to in-
crease its predesignated or targeted re-
search, development, and education funds.
ENERGY SUPPLY, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 28:; Appropriates
$3,223,910,000 for Energy Supply, Research
and Development Activities instead of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

$3,167,634,000 as proposed by the House and
$3,249,286,000 as proposed by the Senate, de-
letes language proposed by the Senate re-
stricting the funding for the gas turbine-
modular helium reactor, and deletes lan-
guage proposed by the House funding hydro-
gen research and development.

Amendment No. 29: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
makes funds available by transfer from the
Geothermal Resources Development Fund.

SOLAR AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAMS

The conferees agree that the solar program
is funded at $252,349,000 as indicated in the
tables and the programs are to be funded at
the highest level described in either the
House or Senate reports, except for the re-
ductions described in the Senate report.

Biofuels Energy Systems.—The Department
is urged to pursue the planning of a biomass
plant using switchgrass and rice straw and to
submit a plan on the feasibility of such plant
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House and Senate prior to the submission of
the fiscal year 1995 budget.

The conference agreement includes funds
to continue ongoing research and develop-
ment activities and also provides that a por-
tion of the increase in this program for fiscal
year 1994 be directed toward cost-shared vali-
dation of direct-combustion biomass tech-
nologies, including gasification technologies,
injected turbines, whole tree energy, and
other advanced combustion biomass tech-
nologies with a more industry-driven focus.

Indian Energy Resources.—The conferees
recommmend an appropriation of $5,000,000 to
fund and implement Indian energy resource
programs in accordance with the provisions
of sections 2603 and 2606 of the Energy Policy
Act of 1992 to be administered by the Office
of Technical and Financial Assistance in the
energy efficiency and renewable energy orga-
nization. The conferees intend that, in allo-
cating the funds appropriated, the Depart-
ment should give priority to a mature
project in which an Indian tribe has already
made a substantial investment and with
which the Department is already working co-
operatively. In this regard, the conference is
aware of the proposed Navajo transmission
project in conjunction with the Western
Area Power Administration and directs the
Department to give every consideration to
this project in allocating the funds appro-
priated. The conferees expect the Depart-
ment to move expeditiously in allocating
these funds.

HYDROGEN RESEARCH

The conference recommendation estab-
lishes a new line for hydrogen research. Hy-
drogen, as a transportation fuel available
from domestic sources, has the potential to
play an important role in the energy secu-
rity of the United States, as well as having
important environmental benefits. The lab-
oratories of the Department of Energy have
extensive experience in the production, stor-
age, transport, and safe utilization of hydro-
gen. Funding at the level of $10,000,000 is pro-
vided for the Department to accelerate its
hydrogen research program through a strat-
egy of adopting available technologies and
fossil sources in the short term to build ex-
perience and infrastructure for the longer
term. Development of more advanced tech-
niques, such as fuel cells and hydrogen gen-
eration using renewable energy, should be
continued, and these techniques should be
phased in as they become technically and
economically competitive.
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Development of the transportation or
power end-use technologies such as fuel cells
or engines, which are applications funded in
other accounts (fossil energy research and
development and energy conservation),
should not be funded as part of hydrogen re-
search.

SUPERCONDUCTING MAGNETIC ENERGY STORAGE

The conferees recommend $10,000,000 for a
research program directed at the develop-
ment of a superconducting magnetic energy
storage (SMES) system. SMES, a state-of-
the-art method of storing electrical energy
in superconducting coils, offers the ability to
discharge electricity as needed with 95 per-
cent efficiency. Utilities using SMES could
store excess nighttime production in the sys-
tem and then withdraw that energy during
the peak period of the day. It can also be
used for spinning reserve, emergency power,
transmission stability, and grid regulation.
The conferees believe that the SMES system
is an important energy storage technology
that also is environmentally beneficial.

The conferees recognize that the super-
conducting magnetic energy storage pro-
gram has been under development by the De-
partment of Defense, and in order to mini-
mize costs and to expedite progress in the de-
velopment of civilian applications, the De-
partment should, to the extent practicable,
utilize developed technology.

NUCLEAR ENERGY PROGRAMS

The conferees recommend $12,000,000 to
continue the development of the passively
safe Gas Turbine-Modular Helium Reactor as
proposed by the House and $30,400,000 for the
Advanced Liquid Metal Reactor/Integral
Fast Reactor (ALMR/IFR) program as pro-
posed by the Senate.

The conferees provide the full budget re-
quest of $109,300,000 for facilities/termi-
nation. In lieu of the original budget pro-
posal, the funds recommended are for an al-
ternative program where the EBR-II reactor
is operated through fiscal year 1996, with
shutdown activities for the facility con-
ducted in parallel with reactor operation.
The funds for the termination of the MHTGR
and the ALMR design are to be used to con-
tinue the program in fiscal year 1994.

ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH

The conference provides the fiscal year 1993
level of $158,070,000. The reduction from the
budget request should be applied to the sig-
nificant increase in studies performed under
this budget category.

BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

The conference provides $1,000,000 to con-
duct research and develop the technology for
commercial exploitation in the disposal of
infectious hospital waste through electron
beam sterilization at a medical research cen-
ter with proven experience with this tech-
nology as proposed by the House.

The conference agreement provides
$5,800,000 for the Medical University of South
Carolina's Cancer/Oncology Center. This ap-
propriation will enhance the Center's re-
search in the areas of human molecular ge-
netics, biological risk assessment and inno-
vative treatments in conjunction with the
Department of Energy sponsored Environ-
mental Hazards Assessment Program and the
MUSC Molecular and Structural Biology
Program. These funds will support the estab-
lishment of a tumor bank to store and ar-
chive various cancers as well as further the
development of radiosurgical approaches to
tumors with environmental causation.

The conferees direct the Department of En-
ergy to maintain the current location of the
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national office and the co-located western
reglonal office of the National Institute for
Global Environmental Change. The conferees
are concerned that the position of national
director for the NIGEC Program has been va-
cant for over one year, and that the Univer-
sity of California has not completed the
process of recruiting a sclentist of inter-
national stature to head the program. The
Secretary of Energy Is requested to work
with the president of the University of Call-
fornia to expedite the selection of a highly
qualified national director.

The conferees have provided $4,000,000 for
the Environmental Biotechnology program
at Florida A&M University to support re-
search including support for principal inves-
tigators and research assistants at the grad-
uate and undergraduate levels. This pro-
gram, in addition to performing vitally need-
ed research, will serve to increase the par-
ticipation of minorities in this area of sci-
entific endeavor.

The conferees are very supportive of the
Department’s Boron Neutron Capture Ther-
apy (BNCT) Program and fully support the
budget request of $8,744,000. The conferees be-
lleve considerable progress has been made
through support and funding for BNCT. The
conferees are encouraged with the interest of
a number of academic health centers and
universities which have formed a BNCT-uni-
versity consortium to advance treatment of
brain tumors to patients in the United
States. The conferees are aware and encour-
age the BNCT-university consortium inter-
est, In conjunction with the National Cancer
Institute, to involve national and Iinter-
national experts in the assessment of BNCT
and the development of a strateglc plan to
further advance the treatment of brain tu-
mors. To the extent avallable, the Depart-
ment should use unobligated balances of up
to $2,000,000 to support this university con-
sortium.

The conference agreement provides
$4,600,000 for the Biomedical Information
Communication Center (BICC) at Oregon
Health Sclences University to conduct re-
search and develop a model for a statewlde,
high-speed information, education and data
gathering network which will allow health
care information, services and education to
be delivered electronically. BICC is building
a database for electronically encoding and
storing elements of the medical record for
the lifetime of a patient, the “lifetime clini-
cal record". This database will be used to
evaluate outcomes, and represents a way to
track the efficacy and effect of medical
treatments. Such databases, collected on
large populations over long periods of time,
held the promise of answering questions that
have never been answered about the long-
term effects of low-level exposure to poten-
tial environmental hazards such as radlation
or electromagnetic flelds (EMF).

The conferees do not include funds for an
international study of greenhouse gases to
be conducted by the State of Illinois.

MAGNETIC FUSION

The conferees provide $347,595,000 for the
magnetic fusion energy program.

The conferees note with approval that the
international thermonuclear experimental
reactor (ITER) engineering design activity
phase of the program has commenced. The
conferees direct the Department of Energy
to focus the Department's magnetic fusion
energy program on national program ele-
ments that further the design, construction,
and operation of the International thermo-
nuclear experimental reactor and a future
fusion demonstration reactor.
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The Department is directed to set prior-
ities for the domestic fusion program ldenti-
fylng those elements that contribute di-
rectly to the development of ITER or to the
development of a fusion demonstration reac-
tor. The Department will provide a plan that
describes the selection process for the pro-
posed site within the United States for
ITER, the necessary steps that will lead to
the final selection of a host site for ITER by
the countries involved in the ITER program,
and the schedule and critical path including
milestones and budget that will be necessary
to allow for the design, construction, and op-
eration of ITER by 2005. Of the available
funds, $64,000,000 is included for ITER design
and R&D. Within avallable funds, $2,000,000 is
provided to begin the evaluation and selec-
tion of a U.S. host site for ITER.

The deuterium-tritium experiments that
will be conducted on the Tokamak Fusion
Test Reactor (TFTR), located at the Prince-
ton Plasma Physics Laboratory (PPPL), are
to have the highest priority within the U.S.
fusion energy program during flscal
year 1994,

In support of ITER design and R&D tasks,
and further development of a fusion dem-
onstration reactor, $20,000,000 is included for
design work on the Tokamak Physics Exper-
iment (TPX). The successful operation of
both TPX and ITER Is necessary for the de-
velopment of an attractive fusion dem-
onstration reactor. The TPX facility will be
a national facility that takes advantage of
the site credits at PPPL. The Department is
directed to ensure that U.S. industry is fully
involved in the design of TPX. Thus, 1t i3 the
intent of the conferees for the TPX project
to proceed with design activity including in-
dustrial participation in the engineering de-
sign and R&D. The Department should uti-
lize standard, phased, Industrial contracts
for these design activities with options for
construction that would permit continuity
and would allow the project, If it should be
approved in the future, to be completed in
the most efficient and cost-effective manner.

The Department is directed to proceed
with the upgrade of the DIII-D Tokamak fa-
cllity including increasing operating time to
expedite the formulation of design solutions
for TPX and ITER.

The conferees direct the Department to
begin an aggressive low activation fusion
materials program with the goal of develop-
ing and characterizing low activation mate-
rials that could be tested In ITER and uti-
lized in a future demonstration power
reactor.

The conferees agree with the House report
language providing a $500,000 Increase, with-
in avallable funds, for inertial fusion energy,
and strongly urge the Department to main-
tain a viable inertial fusion energy program
and move forward with a timely decision on
the Inertial Linac Systems Experiment that
would allow, if a favorable decision is ren-
dered, construction to begin in fiscal
year 1995.

SUPPORTING RESEARCH AND TECHNICAL
ANALYSIS

The conferees support the continuation of
the Advanced Neutron Source and the con-
ference agreement provides $17,000,000 for the
project. This 1s the amount needed for the
continuation of essential research and devel-
opment, reactor safety and regulatory com-
pliance tasks. This will include work on the
draft Environmental Impact Statement,
completion of advanced conceptual design
studies and updates to the appropriate base-
line documentation, and applicable activities
to position the project to proceed. The con-
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ferees expect a construction start next year
upon accomplishment of this required work.

The conferees recommend $3,000,000 for the
Midwest Superconductivity Consortium as
proposed by the House and the $700,000 for a
feasibility study to determine options for
projects or programs to facllitate the adop-
tion and long-term development of energy ef-
ficlency and renewable energy on Indian Res-
ervations as proposed by the House.

The conferees are aware of the University
of Nebraska's superconductivity research
and urge the members of the Midwest Super-
conductivity Consortium to consider the in-
clusion of the institute.

The conferees recommend $7,000,000 for the
DOE Experimental Program to Stimulate
Competitive Research (DOE-EPSCoR) as rec-
ommended by the Senate.

The conferees are supportive of the work
done at Florida State University’'s Super
Computations Research Institute. The De-
partment of Energy is urged to fully utilize
the facllity and give consideration toward
providing assistance in updating and expand-
ing the Institute's capabilities. Accordingly,
from within available funds, the conferees’
recommendation includes $8,300,000 to con-
tinue the Super Computations Research In-
stitute.

The conferees do not include funds for the
House provisions relating to the Dade Coun-
ty public schools, and the provision relating
to the Queens Hall of Science Discovery Lab-
oratory.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE
MANAGEMENT
(NON-DEFENSE)

The conferees have included funds to con-
tinue the Maywood site and Wayne site
cleanup contained in the DOE Formerly Uti-
lized Sites Remedial Action Program
(FUSRAP). This will continue the removal of
contaminated materials in Interim storage
at Maywood and Wayne, New Jersey.
URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 30: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
appropriates $177,002,000 Instead of
$160,000,000 as proposed by the House and
specifies specific funding and revenue
sources for the Uranium Supply and Enrich-
ment Activities.

URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND

DECOMMISSIONING FUND

Amendment No. 31: Reported In technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate
which provides that the anticipated unobli-
gated balances should be estimated rather
than prescribed.

Amendment No. 32: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
specifies the amount of funds to be expended
for uranium and thorium decontamination
required by the Energy Policy Act of 1982.

In lieu of the Senate report language con-
cerning the appropriation of funds for the
initial reimbursements of claims made by
active uranium and thorium mill site licens-
ees for remediation expenses under title X,
subtitie A of the Energy Policy Act of 1992
(Public Law 102-486), the conferees are in
agreement that the Department is to carry
out the program and use the funds in a fair
and equitable manner consistent with Public
Law 102-486.

GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 33: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
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the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert: $975,114,000, to re-
main available until expended, and, in addition,
$640,000,000, to remain available until expended,
to be used only to orderly terminate the Super-
conducting Super Collider (SSC) project under
terms and conditions as follows:

(1) to the extent provided by guidelines of the
Secretary of Energy, full-time employees of con-
tractors and designated subcontractors whose
employment is terminated by reason of the ter-
mination of the SSC may receive (A) up to 90
days termination pay dating from the date of
termination notice, and (B) reasonable reloca-
tion expenses and assistance;

(2) the Secretary of Energy shall prepare and
submit a report with recommendations to the
President and the Congress containing:

(a) a plan to marimize the value of the invest-
ment that has been made in the project and
minimizing the loss to the United States and in-
volved states and persons, including rec-
ommendations as to the feasibility of utilizing
SSC assets in whole or in part in pursuit of an
international high energy physics endeavor;

(b) the Secretary is authorized to consult with
and use Universities Research Association and/
or other contractors and/or recognized erperts in
preparing this report and recommendations and
is authorized to contract with such parties as
may be appropriate in carrying out such duties;
and

(c) the Secretary shall release any rec-
ommendations from time to time as available,
but the final report shall be submitted by July 1,
1994; and

{3) nothing herein or any action taken under
this authority shall be construed to change the
Memorandum of Understanding between the
Secretary of Energy and the State of Texas
dated November 9, 1990, regarding the project
, and on page 21, line 17, of the House en-
grossed bill (H.R. 2445) strike all after
*'$1,194,114,000" down to and including ‘“‘ex-
pended’’ on line 18.

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

Appropriates $975,114,000 for General
Science and Research Activities and, in addi-
tion, $640,000,000 for the Superconducting
Super Collider termination instead of
$1,194,114,000 as proposed by the House and
$1,615,114,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The Secretary shall also submit to the
President and the Congress a report and rec-
ommendations concerning plans for other
large science projects within the jurisdiction
of the Department of Energy.

This report shall include recommendations
as to whether high energy physics and other
large research projects and programs should
continue to be pursued by the United States
and, if so, for what purposes should they be
pursued and how should they be funded and
financed.

Amendment No. 34: Deletes language pro-
posed by the House limiting the availability
of funds to construct a B-Factory.

The conferees agree to provide $36,000,000
for the construction of the asymmetric B-
meson production facility (B-Factory) as
proposed by the House. Since the review and
selection of the site for the project have been
completed, the restrictions contained in the
House bill are no longer required.

Amendment No. 35 Deletes language pro-
posed by the Senate restricting the availabil-
ity of funds for the Superconducting Super
Collider.

The Los Alamos Meson Physics Facility
(LAMPF), the Relativistic Heavy Ion
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Collider (RHIC), the Continuous Electron
Beam Accelerator Facility (CEBAF) are
funded as proposed by the Senate.

Because of budget limitations, the con-
ferees recommend a general reduction of
$15,000,000.

Language in the Act would prohibit the ex-
penditure of funds for ‘‘food, beverage, recep-
tions, parties, country club fees, plants or
flowers pursuant to any cost-reimbursable
contract”. The managers do not intend to
preclude legitimate activities such as cafe-
teria services. If is intended to prohibit the
waste of the taxpayers’ money on payment
of contractors' country club fees or fancy
parties and receptions.

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL FUND

Amendment No. 36: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate with
an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert:

For the nuclear waste disposal activities to
carry out the purposes of Public law 97-425, as
amended, including the acquisition of real prop-
erty or facility construction or expansion,
$260,000,000 to remain available until expended,
to be derived from the Nuclear Waste Fund. To
the extent that balances in the fund are not suj-
ficient to cover amounts available for obligation
in the account, the Secretary shall exercise her
authority pursuant to section 302(e)(5) of said
Act to issue obligations to the Secretary of the
Treasury: Provided, That of the amount herein
appropriated, within available funds, not to ex-
ceed $5,500,000 may be provided to the State of
Nevada, for the sole purpose of conduct of its
scientific oversight responsibilities pursuant to
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, Public
Law 97-425, as amended: Provided further, That
of the amount -herein appropriated, not more
than $7,000,000 may be provided to affected local
governments, as defined in the Act, to conduct
appropriate activities pursuant to the Act: Pro-
vided further, That within ninety days of the
completion of each Federal fiscal year, each
State or local entity shall provide certification
to the Department of Energy, that all funds ex-
pended from such payments have been erpended
for activities as defined in Public Law 97425, as
amended. Failure to provide such certification
shall cause such entily te be prohibited from
any further funding provided for similar activi-
ties: Provided further, That none of the funds
herein appropriated may be used directly or in-
directly to influence legislative action on any
matter pending before Congress or a State legis-
lature or for any lobbying activity as provided
in 18 U.S.C. 1913: Provided further, That none
of the funds herein appropriated may be used
Jor litigation erpenses: Provided further, That
none of the funds herein appropriated may be
used to support multistate efforts or other coali-
tion building activities inconsistent with the re-
strictions contained in this Act: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided under
this Act shall be made available for Phase 1I-B
grants to study the feasibility of siting a Mon-
itored Retrievable Storage Facility.

The managers on the part of the Senate
will move to concur in the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate.

The conferees agree to the distribution of
the Nuclear Waste Disposal Fund as proposed
by the Senate which makes specific alloca-
tions and restrictions as to the use of the
funds. The provision proposed by the Senate
considering the siting of a Monitored Re-
trievable Storage facility has been revised to
prohibit Phase II-B grants.

The conferees agree with the House provi-
sions concerning the development of a multi-
purpose canister (MPC).
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AToMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 3 Appropriates
$3,595,198,000 instead of $3,572,198,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $3,597,482,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

The conferees agree to provide $17,000,000
to continue funding the dual-axis radio-
graphic hydrotest facility at the Los Alamos
National Laboratory (LANL). However, no
funds are provided for the high-explosives
material test facility at LANL.

For the technology transfer program in fis-
cal year 1994, an amount of $223,000,000 is rec-
ommended. Within this funding, the con-
ferees support making available not to ex-
ceed $3,000,000 for evaluating and assisting in
the transfer of technologies developed at the
Nevada Test Site.

The conference agreement includes
$10,000,000 for the high-performance comput-
ing and communications program.

The conferees are aware that the authoriz-
ing committees may include in the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1994 a change to the testing program budget
structure, There is no objection to the De-
partment implementing this new structure
in fiscal year 1994.

The conferees have not included $4,000,000
proposed by the Senate to establish, in con-
junction with the Department of Defense, a
program for destruction of highly energetic
explosives. There is no objection to the De-
partment of Energy's participation in this
program if funded on a reimbursable basis by
another agency.

The conference agreement provides
$30,000,000 for the research and evaluation ac-
tivities related to the production of tritium
and to initiate a systematic review of all
available options for disposal of plutonium
from dismantled warheads. These funds have
been provided as part of the weapons com-
plex reconfiguration program which is cur-
rently managing this activity.

During deliberations on the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994,
both the House and Senate Armed Services
Committees are addressing the issues of trit-
jum production and plutonium disposal.

The conferees recognize the need to pro-
vide for new tritium production capacity to
meet future anticipated demands for tritium
in the downsized nuclear weapons stockpile
as well as the need to provide a practical so-
lution to the safeguarding and disposal of
plutonium from dismantled nuclear weapons.
Thus, the conference agreement supports the
continuation of activities begun last year by
the Department of Energy to evaluate the
feasibility of tritiom production along with
disposition of plutonium and generation of
electricity. In addition, the Department
should consider developing a cooperative
program with Russia to explore methods of
plutonium disposal and power production.

The conferees believe that the Nation must
immediately begin development of a plan for
ultimate disposal of plutonium from disman-
tled warheads. The technical, institutional
and economic issues of each alternative must
be evaluated. The Department is directed to
begin an analysis of the costs and benefits of
each option for plutonium disposal includ-
ing, but not limited to, indefinite storage, di-
rect disposal in a repository, immobilization
in a waste form, reactor or accelerator con-
version of plutonium, and subsequent spent
fuel handling and waste mamagement costs
for each option. The development times for
each technology as well as health, safety,
and environmental problems are to be ad-
dressed also.
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DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND
WASTE MANAGEMENT

Amendment No. 38: Appropriates
$5,181,855,000 for Defense Environmental Res-
toration and Waste Management instead of
$5,185,877,000 as proposed by the House and
$5,106,855,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conferees wish to reiterate concerns
raised by both the House and Senate with re-
spect to the overall cost of environmental
cleanup actions that the Department has
committed to perform under existing compli-
ance agreements. While committed to pro-
viding adequate funding for necessary clean-
up activities around the country, the con-
ferees emphasize that there will not be an
endless source of funding for this program
with significant increases in the outyears.

The Department should begin to develop a
program related to the management of haz-
ardous materials and of hazardous materials
emergency response, and up to $10,000,000
from within available funds is provided for
program planning and predesign activities in
fiscal year 1994, The Department is expected
to include funding for this activity in the fis-
cal year 1995 budget submission.

The conferees agree that the Department
needs to develop a mechanism for establish-
ing priorities among competing cleanup re-
quirements. Toward this end, the Depart-
ment is directed to review compliance agree-
ments and to submit by June 30, 1995, a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations
evaluating the risks to the public health and
safety posed by the conditions at weapons
complex facilities that are addressed by com-
pliance agreement requirements.

The report should estimate, with as much
specificity as practicable, the risk to the
health and safety of individual members of
the public intended to be addressed by clean-
up activities required by the compliance
agreements, the health and safety effect of
implementing the requirements, and the cost
associated with implementing the require-
ment. The Department should work with
State and Federal regulators and affected
parties to develop programs which reduce
risk to public and worker health and safety.

The conferees emphasize that they do not
intend the Department to perform an ex-
haustive, formal risk assessment, as that
term is frequently used, of the thousands of
cleanup activities required by the compli-
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ance agreement. Instead, the Department is
directed to estimate the risk addressed by
cleanup requirements on the basis of the best
scientific evidence available.

The conference agreement includes
$2,114,000 for the liquid waste treatment sys-
tem at the Nevada Test Site consistent with
the Department’s amended budget request.

The conferees have provided $40,000,000 for
closeout activities for the Hanford Waste
Vitrification Plant construction project at
Richland, Washington, in accordance with
the revised Hanford site cleanup agreement.
An additional $35,000,000 has been provided in
waste management operating expenses to
support the closeout activities and to begin
implementation of new activities required by
the revised Hanford site cleanup agreement.
Also, in support of the revised agreement,
$45,660,000 has been provided for the multi-
function waste remediation facility at the
Hanford site to accelerate construction of
new tanks and development of waste
pretreatment capability.

The conferees have restored the $10,000,000
reduction proposed by the Senate to the
technology development program. However,
the conferees support the Senate position
that these funds should not be used for edu-
cational activities. These funds are to be
used for development of innovative tech-
nologies related to the remediation of high-
level waste tanks and the characterization,
treatment, and disposal of mixed waste. The
technology development program has in-
creasingly included funds for educational ac-
tivities, community agreements, and other
activities not related to technology develop-
ment. The Department should ensure that
the technology development program is
clearly defined and justified.

Amendment No. 39: Reported in technical
disagreement. The managers on the part of
the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate that
provides for the transfer of $8,000,000 to the
Environmental Protection Agency for imple-
mentation of the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant
Land Withdrawal Act of 1992 and develop-
ment of cleanup standards to guide the De-
partment of Energy's environmental restora-
tion efforts.

MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEFENSE
PROGRAMS

Amendment No. 40: Appropriates

$1,963,755,000 as proposed by the Senate in-
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stead of $2,046,592,000 as proposed by the
House.

The conferees understand the Secretary of
Energy has developed a plan to revise signifi-
cantly the Department’s classification pro-
cedures. This plan will include a comprehen-
sive review of the classification rules and
procedures, research and development of new
technology to expedite declassification of
documents, expanded training of employees
to declassify documents, and public partici-
pation. The conferees support the objectives
of this plan and expect them to be accom-
plished within the funds provided including
issuance of revised classification guidelines
by September 30, 1994. The Department is di-
rected to report to the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations by June 15,
1994, on the progress to date.

The conferees support the Department's
ongoing program in Verification and Control
Technology to establish a data base and
tracking system for weapons grade pluto-
nium, uranium, and tritium in the states of
the former Soviet Union, and urge the de-
partment to accelerate the program as much
as possible within available funds.

The conference agreement does not include
establishment of a new program for tritium
production and plutonium disposition. Trit-
ium production activities which were initi-
ated last year and development of plutonium
disposition alternatives are included in the
weapons complex reconfiguration program.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

Amendment No. 41: Appropriates $30,362,000
for the Office of the Inspector General as
proposed by the Senate instead of $31,757,000
as proposed by the House.

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

Amendment No. 42: Appropriates
$272,956,000 for the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration as proposed by the Senate in-
stead of $287,956,000 as proposed by the
House.

Amendment No. 43: Appropriates
$260,400,000 to be derived from the Depart-
ment of the Interior Reclamation fund as
proposed by the Senate instead of $275,400,000
as proposed by the House.
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Budget
Estimate Conference
ENERGY SUPPLY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
1. Solar applications
A. Solar building technology research
Operating expenses......... A AP e wi S eiecp, . e 4,807,000 4,807,000
CapdEEEISaUETRmaINIERL o o wid v s spoisrmga e steraisoaSne ot an 200,000 200,000
Total, Solar building technology research......... 5,007,000 5,007,000
B. Photovoltaic energy systems
OperatingtexpansSes. . - i . 500l Ak il IURRIES DR B 71,345,000 74,345,000
Lo b WL TR T TN e AR R TGP ) I e (1T 6,700,000 3,700,000
Total, Photovoltaic energy systems....... SR 78,045,000 78,045,000
C. Solar thermal energy systems
COOrATING OXDONERSE o 455 s 5 svp 5 wone s, § mIGH a1, Sre e BIb0 32,191,000 32,191,000
(o7 T By T R ST e N L 1 B P Oy 509,000 509,000
Total, Solar thermal energy systems............... 32,700.000 32,700,000
D. Biofuels energy systems
Operating eXpenses......ccoeevetecronnsssonnnss 55,057,000 55,057,000
CRD AR L S SOUTDIMBIIE. o aoineionm nineineiecs v e i mosl pressm 3,100,000 3,100,000
Total, Biofuels energy systems.........ovvvuenruns 58,157,000 58,157,000
E. Wind energy systems
Operating expenses........ Seie SreAeh AT e SN 26,453,000 26,453,000
Capital equipment........... L Sharannmis_ b6 L0 & RIS 3,900,000 3,900,000
Total, Wind energy systems.........c.iivivivnnnnas 30,353,000 30,353,000
F: ‘Ocean . onergy svatams ~ OE.q . cxeniins cunsi osnes e — 1,000,000
Total; /Sotar appllioations: . i deiniaeee s AN E Al W 204,262,000 205,262,000
I1. Other solar energy
A. International solar energy program - OE........ 5,754,000 5,250,000
B. Solar technology transfer — OE.......icoveununn 16,404,000 21,404,000
C. National Renewable Energy Laboratory
Capital. GaUIPMONT cicooieiveaein cininime oo eisesian se e e 1,025,000 1,025,000
Construction:
General plant projects....... N e R 1,728,000 1,728,000
94-E-102 National wind technology center
expansion, Golden, CO............ iy N 3,180,000 3,180,000
Totak, CONSELUCEION . v v vavnis oo e ersia s 5o mmtass 4,908,000 4,908,000
Total, National Renewable Energy Laboratory....... 5,933,000 5,933,000
D. Resource assessment
Oparating SXDONERE .o e oe s asn s san o ssinseassssss 2,203,000 2,100,000
Capital equipment..... S e T R T Py 200,000 200,000
Total, Resource assessment........c.ccocuevivsssss 2,403,000 2,300,000
E. Solar program support — OE.....ccovtvesescnnnes 5,400,000 5,000,000
F. Program direction — OE....cvescsnsnesssnosnnnse 8,200,000 7,200,000
Total, Other solar energy........ S G T R L 44,094,000 47,087,000
TOTAL, SOLAR ENERGY...... e g AL W 248,356,000 252,349,000
(PR PALING SXDRABEEYN o :nie emimseieln b n e e w06 aTa0H &R (227,814,000) (234,807,000)
(Capital aguiphent Y. c.woiimess et e s s e (15,634,000) (12,634,000)
(Construction..... Yoo il vva e R de 5 A T R e e g e (4,808,000) (4,908,000)
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GEOTHERMAL
II. Geothermal technology development - OE........... 22,072,000 22,072,000
IIY. Program directian = OE. ..o ssoisssnoneasesonsess 1,000,000 1,000,000
IV, Capital equipmBnt....coco0ee0ses e 900,000 900, 000
AL GO PR BRI S0 S vaainavan v oo i R T i e T 23,972,000 23,972,000
CORMPALING SXPENEER) S vna oo iwaia)aiia;ere)sjare s s s s wiilee (23,072,000) (23,072,000)
(Capital aquUipmBNE. )i we v iesie s sssiesasnsneeessssse (900,000) (900,000)
HYDROGEN RESEARCH
L OB RN RO RDEINERE e i oo a0 a0n 6 e 610 810 0m $20 0600 29090 4,900,000 10,000,000
HYDROPOWER
B £7 Small scale hydropower development - OE.......... 946,000 946,000
II. Program direction - OE....... e N e e e NS oase 135,000 135,000
R L I P N B T R e 41 ) e s 5020 1,081,000 1,081,000
ELECTRIC ENERGY SYSTEMS AND STORAGE
I. Electric energy systems
A. Electric field effects research - OE........... 10,000,000 10,000,000
BORELIaDI LIV INGREARCR = OB . o . o ovin e ssmssinidns 6,100,000 6,100,000
C. System and.materials research - OE....... e 20,730,000 20,730,000
D) Program direction = OE...«c.s ssesiassesasestadies 850,000 850,000
E. Capital equipment.....c.cvvvvvurvnns St e 900,000 900,000
Total, Electric energy systems..........ccviciiiunnnns 38,580,000 38,580,000
I1. Energy storage systems
AZBattery Storage = OEV. . ..o oo oo sesscessos oauni 5,774,000 5,774,000
B ITHErmAL STOrROWS = 0 o v oo osiein s sisia oo sivisss o s — 1,100,000
C. Superconducting magnetic energy storage S —-— 10,000,000
D Program dirsCEion =/OE. ..« essissewere sosiesaass 350,000 350,000
E. Capital equipment............ el i S S i 300,000 300,000
Total. Energy storage systems.........ccrereenceesnseis 6,424,000 17,524,000
TOTAL, ELECTRIC ENERGY SYSTEMS AND STORAGE............ 45,004,000 56,104,000
CODBPAT NG BKDEIBEE ) ¢ i /o sve o ere oin:etirarsraa i sosTatalain o areaia o u-wrnie (43,804,000) (44,904,000)

CCRPIEAL @AULPMENE &) oiaiaisie e s saissisie e s saliese ouns oy sas

POLICY AND MANAGEMENT
Policy and management = CE.....cvuvesessesnsrescansans

NUCLEAR ENERGY
I. Nuclear energy R & D

A. Light water.reactor - OE........... TS TR e
B. Advanced reactor R & D
Operating eXpPBN8EB. i idiens saaneaesniass sies 3

C. Space reactor power systems
Operating eXpPaONBaE . «. oo 00s 000 s00 00004t =t 1 1 )

D. Advanced radioisotope power system
Operating eXpenses.....cccvvcacassseccnstensnens
Capital eqUIPMBAL. s viiione v aaeiinmesiasesseea
Total, Advanced radioisotope power system..........

F. Facilities
Operating expenses........... e e N TAEA e e e .

G. Program direction............... ANGAS ASRATY A
H. Policy and management
Operating eXpenses. ... .cccovveansrensossnsssas T

I. Test reactor area hot cells.............. e

(1,200,000)

(11,200,000)

3,878,000 3,878,000
57,789,000 57,789,000
16,000,000 42,400,000
27,500,000 27,500,000
46,100,000 46,100,000

25 000 000 2,000,000
48,100,000 48,100,000

6,900,000 6,900,000
10,463,000 10,463,000
12,612,000 12,612,000

1,400,000 1,400,000
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J. Oak Ridge landlord
Operating expenses............ PTAE OGRS 16,080,000 16,080,000
Caplital aquipment. ... ... . deuveieniseisiastesiosess ,000 670,000

Construction:

GPN-103 General plant projects.........covevuun 1,450,000 1,450,000
94-E-201 Communications network, OR........... 6,700,000 6,700,000
Total, construction . ixvvevss s annie ivitesnes 8,150,000 8,150.000
Total, Oak Ridge landlord.............. I I O 24,900,000 24,900,000
Total, Nuclsar energyiR B D seaviacssadae meve dde 205,664,000 232,064,000

(Operating expenses)
(Capital equipment )

(194,844,000)
(2,670,000)

(221,244,000)
(2,670,000)

(Construction..... ¥ e e e e e a T L Te (8,150,000) (8,150,000)
II. Termination costs
Oparating eXDBOBESE. §ii . iivenasnenvessnisesiss sieidsiing 102,300,000 102,300,000
Capital equipment............ R T e 5,000,000 5,000,000
Construction:
GPN-102 General plant projects...........ccuu.. 2,000,000 2,000,000
TotRY TUrMEOR T C O LS oo il e o aative leivie s vt 67 (o w556 109, 300,000 109, 300, 000

TOTAL, NUCLEAR ENERGY..

D R R R Y

314,964,000

341,364,000

(OPBRALING oxDaENSOR) PNl . . e v reiae s ate ey eraet e e Y Bl (297,144,000) (323,544,000)
RS E LSO DIBTIEREY . D v o araetaahan s e bet B eray A T (7,670,000) (7,670,000)
CEBRSERHETION s ot < aaraiiaioniaiiie sor ayarasinsvaysvadl SR T BT (10,150,000) (10,150,000)
CIVILIAN WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
I. Spent fuel storage R&D = OE.......c.cecevaneneacsss 577,000 577,000
I1. Program direction — OE.........ccveeuen e e e 110,000 110,000
TOTAL, CIVILIAN WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT........ 687,000 687,000
ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH
Operating expenses.......voeuurnvens R T O T A 173,246,000 168,070,000
Capital equipment..... Talh e Eaea s e S Rl e wa 1,600,000 1,600,000
TOTAL, ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH.........co00uunn 174,846,000 159,670,000
NUCLEAR SAFETY POLICY - OE......... e B AR R W e A e 15,000,000 16,000,000
LIQUIFIED GASEOUS.SPILL TEST FACILITY - ESRD.......... 979,000 1,300,000
ENERGY RESEARCH
I. Biological and environmental research
A. Biological and environmental research R&D
Operating expenses....... B B AN R e 338,060,000 338,060,000
CRAPLLRL GOOTDMBBES o o viv v iate s vsisiaeias:mmme s s o e 21,600,000 21,600,000
Construction:
GP-E-120.General plant projects.............. 3,500,000 3,500,000
94-E-335 Brookhaven linac isotope
producer.facility upgrade, .BNL.......ci00uun 6,000,000 6,000,000
94-E-337 Advanced light source structural
biology support facility, LBL........ccovuven 600,000 600,000
94-E-338.Structural biology center, ANL...... 4,000,000 4,000,000
94-E-339.Human genome lab,.LBL............... 2,200,000 2,200,000
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91-EM-100 Environmental & molecular sciences
laboratory, PNL, Richland, WA.........c..cu.. 33,000,000 33,000,000
TOtRL, COnStrUustIon «e.odadi b BRIGIETHIN, LI 49,300,000 49,300,000
Total, Biological and environmental research R&D.. 408,960, 000 408,960,000
B. BER program direction = OE......... LERNRA L0y 7,100,000 7,100,000
Total, Biological.and environmental.research..... oiaa s 416,060,000 416,060,000
(Operating expenses) . .......cceuuuuaaan sk e Teags (345,160,000) (345,160,000)
(Capital equipment Y. viiavaevesliess s S e (21,600,000) (21,600,000)
(Construction..... e RS o K LTS G e & i (49,300,000) (49, 300,000)
II. Fusion energy
Confinement SYBtOmMS. .......uursiinmoenaomseeesss 157,400,000 170,400,000
B. Development and technology........ 81,300,000 81,300,000
C. Applied plasma physics........ “révas 659,805,000 59,805,000
D PLanning and proJects. ...iveevseiena caenuiaesils 4,895,000 4,895,000
E. Inertial fusion energy......... e S SR 4,000,000 4,000,000
F. Program direction - OE............ S B4 e BoaTea e 9,200,000 9,200,000
G RN T A A I MBITE . S e v e sie aain alatale nie aloce el ele s . 15,995,000 15,995,000
H. Construction:
GPE-900 General plant projects, var. locations. 2,000,000 2,000,000
94-E-200 Tokamak physics experiment, Princeton
plasma physics laboratory....... . iivininnsanas 13,000,000 ——
Total, Construction. .. seeasoeiesnseesse e T T e 15,000,000 2,000,000
Totak, FUsloh SRBTPaY. v e vl e e i sl iae s i 347,595,000 347,595,000
(Operating exXpensesS) .. ... ccc.ivicivesss e A e I ST (316,600,000) (329,600,000)
(Capital equipment )........ My R E T I O S oy b Fal IO (15,995, 000) (15,995,000)
(Construction.. L I L S e (15,000, 000) (2,000,000)
I1I.Supporting research and technical analysis
A. Basic energy sciences
1 MAteriaby SePaNCas . v v v i e s s e 276,985,000 276,985,000
e T T L T e T A s LI VAT 169,000,000 169,000,000
3. Applied.mathematical sciences..........co... 106,200,000 106,200,000
4. Engineering and geosciences..........evu00.e 37,900,000 37,900,000
5. Advanced energy projects.........cc0invunnnn 11,400,000 11,400,000
6. Enargy blosclences. ... vivsvsvisrdssiasssmens 26,700,000 26,700,000
7. Program:direction = OE. .. ... idcsvinseonnmies 9,400,000 9,400,000
8. Capital.adquipment.... .. .cecesvarsscisses i 44,880,000 44,880,000
9. Construction:
GPE-400.General plant projects.............. 5,000,000 5,000,000
94-E-305 Accelerator & reactor improvements. 7,500,000 7,500,000
89-R-402 6-7 GeV syn. radiation source, ANL. 107,000,000 107,000,000
Total, Construction... :vidicivecsss ey s 119,500,000 118,500,000
Total, Basic energy sciences........c.ccevuunnanans 801,965,000 801,965,000
COPEraAtinNG BXPBNSOE ) oo i oo siv ilosnie asios bosamsbensa (637,585,000) (637,585,000)
(Capital equipment ) .............................. (44,880, 000) (44 ,880,000)
(Construction.  J....vvenee R S e T T s (119,500, 000) (119,500,000)
B. Advanced neutron source
Operating expenses...... P O 12,000,000 17,000,000
Capital equipment........... SRR B e B 1,000,000 ——
Construction:
94-E-308 Advanced neutron source............. 26,000,000 —_—
Total, Advanced neutron sSoUrCe......covvvsuvrnnnns 39,000,000 17,000,000
C. Energy oversight, res. analysis & univ. support
1. Energy research analyses - OE.............. 4,020,000 4,020,000
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2. University & science education programs

a. Laboratory cooperative.science centers...
B - URIVENS1 XY -PIrOGPBMS o« o o+ oin0ieseiniemviesesess
c. University reactor fuel assistance.......
d. University research instrumentation......

Total, University & science education programs.

3. ER laboratory technology transfer...... -

4, Advisory and oversight - OE.............

Total, Energy.oversight, res. anal. & univ. supt..

D. Multiprogram energy labs - facility support

1. Multiprogram general purpose facilities

Budget

Estimate Conference
35,823,000 35,823,000
12,800,000 12,800,000
- 3,730,000 3,730,000
5,647,000 5,647,000
58,000,000 58,000,000
39,353,000 39,353,000
13,800,000 13,800,000

Operating eXPonNSeB . ...\« v ees viveieaerssdnie e
Capital. . squidpment. . ..o s sieimissns e
Construction:

GPE-801 General plant projects............

94-E-351 Fuel storage and transfer
FHEELLRREREENIY o i aavaiiiaiene: nnasssiionaraionsra il anle

94-E-363 Replace roofing, (ORNL)..........

93-E-313 Electrical system upgrade,
phase ;31" CANLYL | ioovs i waeais SR

93-E-325 Potable water system upgrade,
phase. . I CONLY . . wa . <oeinens e anas e s

92-E-322 East canyon electrical
safatyiprofeet {LBL) o vainiiie, aaanis s

92-E-323 Upgrade steam distribution
system, West End (ORNL).......... ) n e R e

92-E-324 Safety compliance modifications,

326 BULNAIng C(PHL) G oo o i v oot il siatite o ome ofarenie
92-E-329 Electrical substation
upgrade (ANL).........c0vuuun SRR B g

88-R-806 Environmental health & safety
PrOSEEEITEITY . c 50 s cae i o s a6t s A e 3

Totali CONBERFaCtION . «-o o v veain e vanwaas sanss s

Total, Multiprogram general purpose facilities.

2. Multiprogram energy labs - tiger team report

Operating expenses.........ovenuas e a R e
Capiral.aquipment. i . vieossevonsesas vanesssee
Construction:

93-E-315 Roof replacement, phase I (BNL)..
93-E-317 Life safety code compliance (PNL)

93-E-320 Fire and safety improvements,
phaRE B4 CANIEY - < it danash s saieeam e
93-E-323 Fire and safety systems upgrade,’
PRRBE.L (ELEBLEY ioavnsonm e averes s e 5oanmm absre e

115,173,000

115,173,000

700,000 700,000
6,000,000 6,000,000
9,000,000 9,000,000
1,000,000 1,000,000
3,300,000 3,300,000
2,150,000 2,150,000
2,017,000 2,017,000
1,568,000 1,568,000
2,693,000 2,693,000
2,000,000 2,000,000
2,070,000 2,070,000
1,691,000 1,691,000

27,489,000 27,489,000
34,189,000 34,189,000

623,000 623,000

500,000 500,000
1,926,000 1,926,000
1,000,000 1,000,000

850,000 850,000
1,000,000 1,000,000
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93-E-324 Hazardous materials safeguards,
phase , FCERE)0G R s coaies e via e e v AT 1,000,000 1,000,000
Total, CONSIPUELLON. - csisassms et sy oo s o ee 5,776,000 5,776,000
Total;  Tiger Telm Peport..cccvasseaassssvensans 6,899,000 6,899,000
Inactive and surplus facilities - OE........... 500, 000 500,000
Total, Multiprogram energy laboratories - fac sup. 41,588,000 41,588,000
(Operating expenses)......... 3 P 0 W e A (1,823,000) (1,823,000)
{Capital equipment )il il veweinivmrs B iaa e W A TR (6,500,000) (6,500,000)
(Construction. R T A e o T O (33,265,000) (33,265,000)
Total, Supporting.research and technical analysis..... 997,726,000 975,726,000
(Operating exXpenses) ........ovvevveannonronans B (766,581,000) (771,681,000)
(CaDTtaL aaui pment ) e anicers erace b e e S AN e e (52,380,000) (51,380,000)
(Construetion. o W aniiihik vun e smmnisse et ot s e e (178,765,000) (152,765,000)
IV. Policy and management..... RIS Lo e WA GRhARRA 3,233,000 3,233,000
TOTAL, ENERGY RESEARCH......c0s 4 T TR e e e e T a0 ... 1,764,614,000 1,742,614,000
ENERGY APPLICATIONS
I Technical information management program
Oparating oXpPBOABEE . . oo oii v e oasiansintine siaeisassssae 14,338,000 14,338,000
Capital aquipmBIYt el cesiisie e s e es sessssesssss 600,000 600,000
Total, Technical information management program....... 14,938,000 14,938,000
II. In-house energy management
Operating expenses........ R R B T A 6,590,000 6,590,000
Construction:
IHE - 500 Modifications for energy mgmt........ 19,555,000 19,555,000
Total, In-house energy management..... e e e e 26,145,000 26,145,000
TOVAL ;- ENERGY  APPLIGATIONS o o v v ueiitviamions s suis o-u soamaiaas 41,083,000 41,083,000
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MGMT (NON-DEFENSE)
I. Corrective activities
Operating expenses
Ll F U 8 TFE T T R TR O PR 1,120,000 1,120,000
Construction:
92-E-601 Melton Valley LLLW collection and
transfer system upgrade (ORNL)............cc0uus 11,500,000 11,500,000
90-R-119 Laboratory wastewater treatment
plant improvements (ANL)......... B I T e e 680,000 680,000
88-R-830 Liquid low level waste collection
and transfer sys upgrade (ORNL)................. 6,500,000 6,500,000
Tokal B Const rO BN i3G5 i s asiasss jsass sveiss das 18,680,000 18,680,000
Tot8l, CorraatiVesactINETION . v oot mn s s win swbms wis 19,800,000 19,800,000
(Operating OXPONEOR) o i iw s wn s wiseisn s s saiesid weeias v (1,120,000) (1,120,000)
(Construction..... D A = £ R Sy T (18,680,000) (18,680,000)

I11. Environmental restoration
Operating expenses:
p1. Facglitios and sites.........ai.i...ii....... 230,858,000 230,858,000
2. Formerly utilized sites, remedial action
projectz.... ..... S e e ge L S PO S (AP 42,745,000 42,745,000
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3. Uranium progrem mill tailings, remedial
BETLON. PEEASEEE . 1.y fae v ot s et e bR B 97,103,000 97,103,000
4. Uranium mill tailings, groundwater
restoration project.......ccoivuu0s o R e 7,000,000 7,000,000
Total, Environmental restoration........civivervnnnnns 377,706,000 377,706,000
(Operating @XpensSes) . o sicosrsessnvasassssannsssesns (377,706,000) (377,706,000)
I1I. Waste management
Operating expenses:
1. Waste operations........... OGRS eninnban e 73,336,000 73,336,000
27 LNOBY VRN R R L S e e e e Rae e . 124,000,000 124,000,000
3. Low level waste......... T D e P 2t e 11,400,000 11,400,000
Total, Oparating @XDRNBBE . « o« srsve s sseeasessas 208,736,000 208,736,000
Capliat mauipmentit. . . % .. v ambn b ARSI 2,706,000 2,706,000
Construction:
GP-E-600 General plant projects................ 1,992,000 1,992,000
94-E-601 Waste handling building, Fermilab..... 1,000,000 1,000,000
94-E-602 Bethel Valley federal facility
agreement upgrades, ORNL.........ccviuvnnennnns 3,600,000 3,600,000
93-E-632 Laboratory floor drain collection
system upgrades;, BNL.. . ... oo eeosimsismsiss s 1,083,000 1,083,000
93-E-633 Upgrade sanitary sewer system (ORNL).. 7,000,000 7,000,000
93-E-900 Long-term storage of TMI-2 fuel, INEL. 7,320,000 7,320,000
91-E-305 Waste management fac. project (BNL)... 6,150,000 6,150,000
91-E-322 329 Building compliance (PNL)......... 1,800,000 1,800,000
91-E-600 Rehab of waste management bld 306, ANL 200,000 200,000
91-E~-602 Hazardous, radiocactive and
mixed waste storage facility.(ANL)............. 1,295,000 1,295,000
88-R-112 Hazardous waste handling, fac. (LBL).. 5,787,000 5,787,000
Total, COnStructLon . s va s she e e o eate e w i araiate y 37,227,000 37,227,000
ToLal, VAste MENATINENE « oo o vinsneseseansasessmsss A e 248,669,000 248,669,000
(OPOrAtIng GXPRNBEE) i de dr vcio v snisre s 45 i ees 6.4 608 dinsoass (208,736,000) (208,736,000)
(Capital GQUIPMBNE )i cesn o ieinm s essseiag s smesaensaeses (2,706,000) (2,706,000)
(Construction..... Yiiceteiaia Tl ara A e e A g R A AR (37,227,000) (37,227,000)
1V, Facility transition and managment
ODSRNTING SXRDBREBRY 5+ nvci 51t b brsors, bins s bie o8 BH S DD 578 3 71,103,000 71,103,000
Capital equipment....... S e G L IRl on s 200,000 200,000
Total, Facility transition and managment.............. 71,303,000 71,303,000
TOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT. 717,478,000 717,478,000
(Operating axpenseE) ... .. .ccccescnescnsssnsosssssssns g (658,665,000) (658,665,000)
(Capital equipment )........ « icin e 0l D o i T K A e (2,906,000) (2,906,000)
{Constriuetion . i 5 )t aiaas se e A e e S el (55,807,000) (55,907,000)
Subtotal, Energy supply research and development...... 3,356,842,000 3,366,580,000
Use of prior year balances.........covvuveusnnans o Wisials -113, 300,000 -113, 300,000
Education programs (ESRED)........ieeecavasamuinie s * -58,000, 000 ——
Salary reduction..... A R N T Tl o e o e P e Zhe -29,370,000 -29,370,000
TOTAL, ENERGY SUPPLY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT......... 3,156,172,000 3,223,910,000
(Operating expenses)........oeeuuas snie e @ b paeas piees CZATDR0T020008) (25802840000
(Capital equipment )...:ceenvenecanse e I S A e 2l (120,485,000) (126,485,000)
(Construction..... e s B i BT L W oS s e - (333,585,000) (294,585,000)
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URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES
I. Uranium enrichment residual activities
Operating eXpenSes....:cciissessncsssossssssssnssns 246,992,000 246,992,000
GAPI LR aqUI PRSI0 1S e @ e el o e e e e e e 100,000 100,000
Subtotal, Uranium.supply and enrichment activities.... 247,092,000 247,092,000
I L O G D I I T e e o o 8 b b o 60 el & 0, 88 (246,992,000) (246,992,000)
(CCRDITRL WOULDMEITE) oo 7o ol e w0 minisuieneseim-s arasesaminn: . oisinse:ns (100,000) (100,000)
Revenues.......cevunuunn e s Ta N P AT A R B R ST T -70,000,000 -70,000,000
TOTAL, URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES....... 177,092,000 177,092,000
(Operating exXpenses) ... cccatsavannsnsneacessosiosdones (176,992,000) (176,992,000)
(CRpILRL BOULIDMENE " ) sic v inee sioisnesians s s as emseareseses (100,000) (100,000)
URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND
DECOMMISSIONING FUND
UE Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund........... 286,320,000 286,320,000
GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH
I. High energy physics
A. Physics reseanch = OF..i:isicasisasainsnssnes 148,560,000 148,560,000

B. Facility operations
Operating expenses.............. VE e ce e e 268,455,000 268,455,000
CHEETAL SOaUIPMEIT. . o o none ov.sinesinsisaineesssesss s 61,160,000 61,160,000
Construction:
GP-E-103 General plant projacts. various
LocAtion®i .« eess Y AT R A e PRSP L I 12,149,000 12,149,000
94-G-301 Accelerator improvements &
ol B - A T T [ SR e e T e : 13,105,000 13,105,000
94=G=304.B-Factory...cccossavesens Som e e 36,000,000 36,000,000
92-G-302.Fermilab main injector, Fermilab.... 25,000,000 25,000,000
Total, Construction. . . aseervanshsvneainieveens 86,254,000 86,254,000
Total, FACTUIYY ODATREIDNE <« oo oo iospisioe o s s s 415,869,000 415,869,000
C. High energy technology - OE............... i 69,415,000 59,415,000
E. Other capital equipment.......... ... nnnn 3 925,000 3,925,000
Total; RHigh anargyV phySics. .. . ccsvieess ssis res s vaisens 627,769,000 627,769,000
(Operating expenses)...... TR WA b o (476,430,000) (476,430,000)
(Capital equipment )............ e - e ane (65,085,000) (65,085,000)
(Construction..... N P S e o (86,254,000) (86,254,000)
II. Nuclear physics
A. Medium energy physics = OE...........0uuuun ot 91,555,000 111,555,000
B Heavy 1on PHVRBLES: ™ DE. .ol idaaides s vedens o 67,400,000 67,400,000
C. Low energy.physics = OE.. .. .ciicicnicioiinssnans 25,600,000 25,600,000
D. Nuclear theory - OE.......... P A el 14,800,000 14,800,000
E. CRpital aqQUYPIMEITTL ., oo vove siainan woomsvsaass smess e 27,130,000 30,130,000
F. Construction:
GP-E-300 General plant projects, various
oG LIONE o iieivvivnonseieaensiie St e s e e 3,600,000 3,600,000
94-G-302 Accelerator improvements & mods., VL.. 3,800,000 3,800,000
91-G-300 Relativistic heavy ion collider, BNL.. 70,000,000 78,000,000
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87-R-203 Continuous electron beam accelerator
facility, Newport News, VA..........oiuhlonaiin 16,590,000 16,590.000
B GO PO TR, ' s s 'x S¥aie et o Tove s lare inuiisiate loxele Bta e 93,990,000 101,990,000
G.- ‘Other capital 'equipment .. ... . ot lolleiliii Jutshniedab 1,870,000 1,870,000
TOERL NUCLORD \PRVELERE v vavini-siermiaemvsrie sl ne 322,345,000 353,345,000
(Operating expenses)........oieevvnns S et e LS R (199, 355,000) (219,355,000)
(Capital aquipment D) S B =t o 255 0 o S P e e (29,000, 000) (32,000, 000)
B U O . ) e e e ot e L L SR e A (93,990,000) (101,990,000)
111.General science program direction - OE............ 9,000,000 9,000,000
IV. Superconducting super collider
A. SSC project
QPR NG B PN BES . o v 50 0/svx o .0/se 00 e e e s Halahe s 4 104,402,000 s
Capital equipment.......... L M e Y R, 50,000,000 —-——
Construction:
90-R-106.Superconducting super collider...... 480,598,000 —
Total; SSC proJact. (i sess seen e s ale s sees see 635,000,000 -
B. SSC laboratory research and operations
Operating expenses............. T e R 5,000,000 =
G FaPMEN RS OIS B ORE R o ve o) e v vin e e i e e - 640,000,000
Total, Superconducting super collider............ccu... 640,000,000 640,000,000
General reduction....... ..o nnnnnn A RS Tt -12,923,000 -15,000,000
TOTAL, GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH. ....ovevesnevnsnns 1,586,191,000 1,615,114,000
(OPRNALING BXPBINSOB) o o oin oo, o vaeisiviaios ose e oieinsieiesn osste (781,264,000) (1,329,785,000)
(Capital equipment )....:ceocvnaase et VR RN (144,085,000) (97,085,000)
(Construction..... RN B v at e e S PR i (660,842,000) (188,244,000)
ISOTOPE PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION FUND
1. Isotope production..ii..iccessse G S e 3,910,000 3,910,000
GANANE L PRAUCELON reariraramers o sivis o v s suelsis e aie s 0w e -44,000 ——
TOTAL, ISOTOPE PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION FUND 3,866,000 3,910,000
ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES:
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES
I. Research and development
A. Research and development - core
Operating expenses........... T A o R 986,772,000 956,772,000
Capltal equipmentcis ccviiviiiniansespass Sietels im0 67,019,000 67,019,000
Construction:
GPD-101 General plant projects, various
LOCRtLioNs ., sd-ie oy » - e A e P L e e e 11,500,000 11,500,000
94-D-102, Nuclear weapons research,
development and testing facilities
revitalization, Phase V, various locations.... 11,110,000 4,000,000
92-D-102 Nuclear weapons research,
development and testing facilities
revitalization, phase IV, various locations... 27,479,000 27,479,000

90-D-102 Nuclear weapons research, develop-
ment, and testing facilities revitalization,
phase III, various locations................ 5.8 30,805,000 30,805,000
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88-D-106 Nuclear weapons research, develop-
ment, and testing facilities revitalization,
phase II,.various locations........ccocivvnuann 39,624,000 39,624,000
Toltals, ConstrOutiBn i . oo oee e e sadiod il S, & 120,518,000 113,408,000
Total, Research and development - core............. 1,174,309,000 1,137,189,000
B. Inertial fusion
Operating expenses........ R e e, S e e 172,553,000 172,653,000
Capital aquipment. .. .. s ivassisrnns s sy ies ey 15,860,000 15,860,000
Fotal;—Inertdat-Tuslon v coroe e osravonds o P s 188,413,000 188,413,000
Total, Research and development...........cov0vvue.... 1,362,722,000 1,325, 612 000
II. Testing
A. Weapons program
Operating expenses... D I R L e 375,000,000 374,726,000
Capital equipment.......... oL, NN e 24,400,000 19,400,000
Construction:
GPD-101 General plant projects.
various locations. e RO T P e 5,000,000 5,000,000
93-D-102 Nevada support flcllity.
North Las Vegas, NV....... o aave R R e 4,000,000 4,000,000
Total, Construction.....issavisssss SR B 9,000,000 9,000,000
G 4 R Y T O LB S R e o ey 408,400,000 403,126,000
Total, Research, development and testing.............. 1.771.122:000 1,728,738,000
(Operating expenses)......cooeueuennn sessasssssssnsnes (1,534,326,000) (1,504,051,000)
(Capital equipment ).......ccc0n R N A A A (107,279,000) (102,279,000)
(Eonstrtetiany l A Bl i, et vie S S TR (129,518,000) (122,408,000)
II1. Stockpile support
Operating expenses............. oaih e e aids s 15 802,2805000 1,792,280,000
Capital equipment......... o e n e AT e T R ew ate: Sl e e 12,136,000 12,136,000
Construction:
Production base:
Facilities capability assurance program:
88-D-122 Facilities capabilities assurance
program (FCAP), various.locations......... 27,100,000 27,100,000
Production support facilities:
GPD-121 General plant projects, various
Lo B RN T e rnminisininie s N e A S 7,700,000 7,700,000
Total, Production base............... T A e 34,800,000 34,800,000
Environment, safety and health:
94-D-124 Hydrogen fluoride supply system,
Y=12Z PYanty ORI RIADE®, TN . ..yt duneter et e arats 5,000,000 5,000,000
94-D-125 Upgrade life safety, Kansas City
Plant, Kansas City, MO.............. A g 1,000,000 1,000,000
94-D-127 Emergency notification system,
Pantex Plant, Amarillo, TX.........ciiuiinunn. 1,000,000 1,000,000
94-D-128 Environmental, Safety and Health
analytical lab, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, TX... 800,000 800,000
93-D-122 Life safety upgrades, Y-12 Plant.
Oak Ridge. TN..:wosaswaws P Ly L 5,000,000 5,000,000
92-D-126 Replace emergency notification
systems, .various locations............. 0. 10,500,000 10,500,000
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85-D-121 Air and water pollution control
Wl PR it Traty) e e B s v B el e e o2 3,000,000 3,000,000
Total, Environment, safety and health.......... 26,300,000 26,300,000
Safeguards and security:
88-D-123 Security enhancement, Pantex Plant,
BMBTAILNOS TS S s v dliales vt SR va SholasaNe s 20,000,000 20,000,000
Totalk; ‘Constouetion: 2 ). . .. cindrmersseny s N wim 81,100,000 81,100,000
Use of prior.year balances - OE (WA/SS)......... . = -3,000,000
Tofak, Stockplle BUPPORT. (s s e saaaae asen sl 1,895,516,000 1,882,516,000
IV. Program direction
Weapons programidirection. .....ccesccvercanscenpacs 280,466,000 177,466,000
Contractor employment transition.................. =5 100,000,000
Capital. equipment . . ... e i T R R SR 3,619,000 3,619,000
Total, Program direction.......civovvviuss T P i 284,085,000 281,085,000
V. Complex reconfiguration
el R E R et Y B SN 5 B ST iy SRR i 138,500,000 168,500, 000
Construction:

93-D-123 Complex - 21, various.locations........ 25,000,000 25,000,000
Total, Complex reconfiguration............ e e 163,500,000 193,500,000
Subtotal, Weapons.activities....... T T e R 4,114,223,000 4,085,839,000
Usaiof prior vear balBneBsIou . v vaiaisi e ss i e s sia o ls -356,641,000 -440,641,000
Salary reduction...... BHE RN e TR R AP [ & 60 3 (v -48, 282,000 -50,000, 000
AL SWERARONS: ACTIMITIESSI L. o sac s sinvinimns snraiisi sae 3,709, 300,000 3,595,198,000
(Operating expenses)..... SR B ae i e e S b ...... (3,350,648,000) (3,248,656,000)
(Capital equipment )......... A e T SO e e S (123,034,000) (118,034,000)
(Construction..... I o ey it e Syt (235,618,000) (228,508,000)
DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MGMT
I. Corrective activities

Operating expenses

T T L o | PP i, AL B M 2,170,000 2,170,000
Capital equipment

Bndesignated ......... By e AR B Lo b i B e R A 42 600,000 600,000
Construction:

92-D-403 Tank upgrades project, LLNL............ 3,888,000 3,888,000
Total, Corrective.activities............. b bl B s AL 6,658,000 6,658,000
(Operating 8Xpenses)....cceverssessceascsccnrsnnnns | W (2,170,000) (2,170,000)
(Capital equipment )......... R A o A e T A (600,000) (600,000)
(CONBEPUCELDN . iais ) sina siae yia v aere aarat ias e A T (3,888,000) (3,888,000)
1I. Environmental restoration

Operating expenses..........coeeeaasnnsrss cieae s LaDeb 027,000 1,536,027,000
I11I.Waste management
62,106,000
Operating expenses..... SRR NPT RCN T o e ns Pl s 3R iel WB:000 2,362,
Capital equipment......... L DT LA e SR A e 132,113,000 138,781,000
Construction:

GP-D-171 General plant projects...........o00unn 28,959,000 28,959,000

94-D-400 High explosive wastewater treatment

system, LANL........cciceiveanencsscnacnn oS PRIR. 1,000,000 1,000,000

94-D-402 Liquid waste treatment system, NTS..... 2,114,000 2,114,000

94-D-404 Melton Valley storage tank capacity

1NCERass, OHBL . o vas v wmmms s s b sBatddden e Tl 9,400,000 9,400,000

94-D-405 Central neutralization facility
pipeline extension project, K-256................ 1,714,000 1,714,000
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94-D-406 Low-level waste disposal facilities,
K@D ors i e n et Hiard el ol e e e NI v X e 6,000,000 6,000,000
94-D-407 Initial tank retrieval systems, RL..... 7,000,000 7,000,000
94-D-408 Office facilities - 200 East, RL....... 1,200,000 1,200,000
94-D-411 Solid waste operation complex, RL...... 7,100,000 7,100,000
94-D-414 Site 300 explosive waste storage
TACILL Y SN Sy & 20 e A et S e S P e 370,000 370,000
94-D-416 Solvent storage tanks installation, SR. 1,500,000 1,500,000
93-D-174 Plant drain waste water
treatment upgrades, Y-12...... R e o 3,500,000 3,500,000
93-D-175 Industrial waste compact fac., Y-12.... 1,800,000 1,800,000
93-D-176 Oak Ridge reservation storage
facility, Oak Ridge, TN......... A e R ) 6,039,000 6,039,000
83-D-177 Disposal of K-1515 sanitary
water treatment plant waste, K-25....... B et v 7,100,000 7,100,000
93-D-178 Building 374 liquid waste
< id ¥ R T T e B K E L e R 1,000,000 1,000,000
93-D-181 Radiocactive liquid waste line repl, RL. 6,700,000 6,000,000
93-D-182 Replace of cross-site trans system, RL. 6,500,000 6,500,000
93-D-183 Multi-function waste remediation, RL... 35,660,000 45,660,000
93-D-187 High level waste removal from
Tillad waste tanks, SR. ...y ieeusraieaaasene s 3,000,000 3,000,000
93-D-188 New sanitary landfill, SR.............. 1,020,000 1,020,000
92-D-172 Hazardous waste treatment and
processing facility, Pantex Plant............... 300,000 300,000
92-D-173 NOx abatement facility, ID............. 10,000,000 10,000,000
92-D-177 Tank 101-AZ waste retrieval system, RL. 7,000,000 7,000,000
92-D-188 Waste management ES&H, and compliance
activitias,.various Locationsi .l davivisaaads 8,568,000 8,568,000
91-D-171 Waste receiving and processing
facility, module 1, Richland, WA................ 17,700,000 17,700,000
90-D-172 Aging waste transfer line,
RIGKIANG ;R ors v 0 0000 s00 5 fere s w ses w0 oanre R s oiba o 8 5,600,000 5,000,000
90-D-177 RWMC transuranic (TRU) waste
characterization and storage facility, ID....... 21,700,000 21,700,000
89-D-172 Hanford environmental compliance,
RICHRLRAE s SIVA S 0 b im0 00 000 0 smimge b o oo e e e e b oo e 4 11,700,000 11,700,000
89-D-173 Tank farm ventilation upgrade,
Richland, WA.......... o T e A T e 1,800,000 1,000,000
89-D-174 Replacement high level waste
evaporator, .Savannah River, SC............ e 12,974,000 12,974,000
88-D-173 Hanford waste vitrification plant
(HWP) RECREAN, WA oo oo oo m absuss e siiese ayarnsae o soae win 85,000,000 40,000,000
87-D-181 Diversion box and pump pit
containment.buildings, Savannah River, SC....... 2,137,000 2,137,000
86-D-103 Decontamination and waste treatment
facility, LLNL, Livermore, CA.......cciivvesnnns 10,260,000 10, 260,000
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83-D-148 Non-radioactive hazardous waste
management, .Savannah River, SC............00.... 2,169,000 2,169,000
81-T-105 Defense waste processing fac., SR, SC.. 43,873,000 43,873,000
oA | CONEEPUCTONG b o wiarm ol o nbater et e s sl e 379,457,000 342,357,000
Total, Waste management........ ST e e «+s.... 2,838,676,000 2,843,244,000
Egpezﬁt{ng expenses).......... et L L ceseveees L2y327,106,000) (2,362.106:000)
(Cap ta equipment )...... Ve e G e by ot S, agave (132,113,000) (138,781,000)
i gl ek o Fof iader (AL 5 LR AL T N o e R 6 (S e (379,457,000) (342,357,000)
IV. Technology development
Operating expenses........... RN Do W e 371,150,000 371,150,000
Capital equipment...........covnu e, L 29,850,000 29,850,000
Total, Technology.development.......ccvvvinenrnnnnnnns 401,000,000 401,000,000
V. Transportation Management
DR ARG X DENSRE . 5 c'sso i rres BRSNS SRR R 19,730,000 19,730,000
Capital equipment......xcseesenen e e et b f R 400,000 400,000
Total, Transportation Management............oiivennnne 20,130,000 20,130,000
VI. Program direction
OREratINg BXDENBOBR . 3o sils sawiaiels srerem e s bmis vaiss 82,427,000 82,427,000
Capital equipment...... B o R el (el T UG I 9,469,000 9,469,000
Total. Program dir@ction. .. ... cves s se sneeis esmeens P 91,896,000 91,896,000
VII. Facility transition & management
Operating expenses...........o.0. st o S e 3 545,268,000 545,268,000
Y 8 MR A U S I s O e S 24,726,000 24,726,000
Construction:
GP-D-171 General plant projects, var. locations 19,221,000 19,221,000
94-D-122 Underground storage.tanks, RF......... 700,000 700,000
94-D-401 Emergency response facility, Idaho
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho......... 1,190,000 600,000
94-D-412 300 area process sewer piping system
upgrade, Richland, Washington...........o0uuiun 1,100,000 1,100,000
94-D-415 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
medical facilities, Idaho National Engineering
B o R M £ 1 77 ¢ O PO 1 L ey e ¥ 1,110,000 1,110,000
94-D-451 Infrastructure replacement, Rocky
Flats Plant, Golden, Colorado.......cevevvnnanns 6,600,000 6,600,000
93-D-172 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
electrical upgrade, Idaho National Engineering
CRboratO Y, GIORDO v v ooain s 06 05 e sk in aie a el alale nn o0 9,600,000 9,600,000
93-D-184 325 facility compliance/renovation,
Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland,
WESREIRD VRO 0 aliin ive onvisvah siedecse Hasias s i sTavs e Ch VSRR 3,500,000 3,500,000
93-D-185 Landlord program safety compliance,
phase II, Richland, Washington................. 1,351,000 1,351,000

92-D-125 Master safeguards and security

agreement/materials surveillance task force

security upgrades, Rocky Flats Plant, Golden,

(67 B LT V. . Wit s T s o S R R e oTeb e s A 3,900,000 3,900,000

92-D-181 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
fire and lLife safety improvements, Idaho
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho......... 5,000,000 5,000,000
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92-D-182 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
sewer systems upgrade, Idaho National .
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho....... b At e e 1,450,000 1,450,000

92-D-183 Idaho National Engineering Laboratory
transportation complex, Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho.................. 7,198,000 7,198,000

92-D-184 Hanford infrastructure underground
storage tanks, Richland, Washington............ 300,000 300,000

92-D-186 Steam system rehabilitation, phase
11, Richland, Washington....... e e e aTE ) et 4,300,000 4,300,000

92-D-187 300 area electrical distribution
conversion and safety improvements, phase II,
Richland, Washinglton. ... covcueieesiie s (asaieess 10,276,000 10,276,000

91-D-175 300 area electrical distribution
conversion and safety improvements, phase I,

R T B g o R e R 1,500,000 1,500,000
90-D-175 Landlord program safety compliance,
phase I, Richland, Washington.................. 1,800,000 1,800,000
Total, Construction. i viansiadsa Ee v e AT 80,096,000 79,506,000
Total, Facility transition & management............... 650,090,000 649,500,000
(Operating expenses)........... o el el A SLEH (545,268,000) (545,268,000)
[0, i o AT T e b AR R B L B R, (24,726,000) (24,726,000)
(ConsStruction) .. s sicia sieisies o PR b e e LR e el I o# (80,096,000) (79,506, 000)
Subtotal, Defense.environment restoration & waste mgmt 5,544,477,000 5,548,455,000
Use of prior vear: DAVANOES: « v iee ke s eles e dmeaise ~86,600,000 -86,600,000
General reduction and other adjustments............... -37,765,000 -280,000,000
Teansfer Lo "EPA. .« 0 deadan s FISARLY, 0 AL ORI TER 8,000,000 ——
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION & WASTE MGMT. 5,428,112,000 5,181,855,000
(Operating expenses)..... avela s wiarbie ere aTe e aha e e e e TEAF TR FE1.37000) (4,552,378 ,000)
(Capital equipment )............... P e b el by IR P (197,158,000) (203,826,000)
(Construction..... Y e PR o B, W e e e e (463,441,000) (425,751,000)

MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS
MATERIALS SUPPORT

i Reactor operations.............c.cciuun.n e e 168,495,000 168,495,000
II. Processing of nuclear materials..........ovoveuun 387,628,000 387,628,000
L SUPPOEtING SOPVECEE - ;o vais o v s snsalsseesngsssssss 282,073,000 260,000,000
BN ACEHTERL  SqUIPMBITE R N, o o oie atesrnisrosinrersrainrssurnunersrstteleis 75,209,000 65,000,000
V. Construction:

Environment, safety and health:
93-D-147 Domestic water system upgrade

Phase I &.11, Savannah River, SC...... e 7,720,000 7,720,000
93-D-148 Replace high-level drain lines,
SEVENTRN REVET, SEOIT 0 aoreiei iee amine siai o s7esranzas 1,800,000 1,800,000
93-D-152 Environmental modification for
production facilities, Savannah River, SC..... 20,000,000 20,000,000

92-D-140 F&H canyon exhaust upgrades,
Savannah (REVEUSGEL. . . .o vererivansrenmmismersie mazseras =y 15,000,000 15,000,000

92-D-142 Nuclear material processing
training center, Savannah River, SC........... 8,900,000 8,900,000

92-D-143 Health protection instrument
calibration facility, Savannah River, SC...... 9,600,000 9,600,000
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90-D-149 Plantwide fire protection, Phases

1 and 1I,.Savannah River, SC..... P R L 25,950,000 25,950,000
Total, Environment, safety and.health...... LT 88,970,000 88,970,000
B. Programmatic projects:

GPD-146 General plant projects, various

Tocations s vy e, Y I da s iy ool M 31,760,000 23,000,000

92-D-150 Operations support facilities,

SavannahiRiver) SCi..: icicansrcan ot S iansesss 26,900,000 26,900, 000

92-D-153 Engineering support facility,

Savannsh RIvEnSSIte, SC. ol i it . 9,500,000 9,500,000

86-D-148 Productivity retention program,

Phases I, II, III, IV, V, and VI,

various Locations......... ................... 3,700,000 3,700,000
Total, Programmatic projects........cceineveenans 71,860,000 63,100,000

Total, Construction. . ucees seewsaes iareia 160,830,000
62,970,000

1,137,205,000

152,070,000
57,000,000
1,080,193, 000

VI. Program direction............. o

Subtotal, Materials Support........ A A e AL G e .

TOTAL S NATERIALS SUPPORT:. e v ieaanns e s isve o ... 1,137,205,000 1,090, 193,000
(Operating expenses)...... R e e T e e e e e e (901, 166,000) (873,123,000)
(Capital equipment )................ a2 el e e er e (75,209,000) (65,000,000)
W 3T e b T e o M N e ol el N T AL TN, (160,830,000) (152,070,000)

OTHER NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

I. Verification and control technology

Operating expenses........... e o 5 e WS Y 344,741,000 341,941,000
Capital equUipmeNnt. ... .cutsenssossosss ¥ viar el e 15,573,000 15,573,000
Construction:
90-D-186 Center for national security and
arms control, Sandia National Laboratories
AL BUaUBraguUE IS S e S s el s e e R 8,515,000 8,515,000
Total, Verification and control technology............ 368,829,000 366,029,000
I1. Nuclear safeguards and security
Operating expenses.......... R G AR R e 86,246,000 82,700,000
Capital aquxpment.................. ........ At 4,101,000 4,101,000
Total, Nuclear safeguards and security............... . 90,347,000 86,801,000
ITL. ‘Sscurity invastigations — OE......eiiieuaaiaseis 53,335,000 49,000, 000
IV. Security evaluations
o o Y b T L i (n 1 gt e e —— [ %, 14,961,000 14,961,000
V. Office of nuclear safety
OPErating SXPENRSEE. . cvv i wiviini v s sevwa sseesliessee 24,859,000 24,859,000
Capltal equipment . oo eeiis e awetiasd St e 50,000 50,000
Total, Office of nNUClLear SATEtY. .. cieisicssesissvisss 24,909,000 24,909,000
V1. Worker training and adjustment................... 100,000,000 100,000, 000
TOTAL, OTHER NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS...........0u4. 652,381,000 641,700,000
(OPErating eXPENBES). 75 s ovvia saiovias s bas s svios e (624,142,000) (613,461,000)
(19,724,000) (19,724,000)

(Capital equipment ; .................... S el T o

(Construction..... (8,515,000) (8,515,000)
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NAVAL REACTORS
I. Naval reactors development
A. Plant development — OE.........ccvvvuurvnn el e e 3 124,900,000 124,900,000

B. Reactor development = OE......cevnvnsvsss G R
C. Reactor operation and evaluation - OE...........
D CEDItaL ioquipmEnts ., «oem s mes e nmss Y S
E. Construction:

GPN-101 General plant projects.

vardous: LoCaLIOoNS i . viis s s@ emaia viivas s san saaie

93-D-200 Engineering services facilities
Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory, Niskayuna, NY...

92-D-200 Laboratories facilities upgrades,
VRELIOUS: LOCBEIONE . i v ivieiainiiaieiois meis minlaieis siaiu s inis win

90-N-102 Expended core facility dry cell
project, Naval Reactors Facility, ID............

TOEtALLL CONSERUCTLON 10k« v viois e snmmmwesiman ene e ease o:ve
F. Program dErBotionihh « v cavaieieaee s aasis e

Total, Naval reactors development.........covvvvvennnn

11. Enrichment materials — OE...ccvciicevensessaonnaans

TOTAL, NAVAL REACTORS........cis54 St S e IR R S NI
(Operating expenses).......c0uu. e A e R e e G e W ee
(Capital equipment )..... R P P Tl P e e '
Tl R A Berr T e N i el S e

SUBTOTAL, MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEF. PROGRAMS...

Savannah river.pension refund........cviviivinrnennins
Use of prior year balances...........o0uuuue MR
SALErY POdUCTLON. «o.onm oot o eestnss O e i, e s
Education programs (MS)........... 8 G IS O e i T

TOTAL, MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS...
(OPRPALITE BXDWNRERY T ofais ds o auiiie s emes el s ams e sl sme
(Capital equipment )................ SR e S S o
(Construction..... BB is o o A B PO sl S e =
DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

Defense nuclear waste disposal..... P L S U R O P ST

General reduction........... T T e e, W AR AR, B e, A A

TOTAL, ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.......0ovurvens
(Oparating expenBal) i iveiie sensh seati sve i vieies T |
(Capital equipment )..... i B mr e B AR AL ST LA i

(ConBtrRCtION. cvov Juimmn s i m e e wae e secermn s wmes s

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION

I. Administrative operations
A. Office of the Secretary - salaries and expenses.

B. General management - personnel compensation

BN DORBELES & oo woimimeiecs: o s wm s meele: i i o o Wi w
C. General management - other expenses

1o IRV A Vale s u s acaiaia is e o ap o S e e e e et g e

2. BBrViCeS.iirvisaness ennes s R A

3. Capital equipment........covivvvunnnnn. s e el s
Total, Other expenses...... A4 1 L

69-059 0—07 Vol. 139 (Pt 18) 18

316,531,000
166,000,000

316,531,000
166,000,000

46,900,000 46,900,000
7,500,000 7,500,000
7,000,000 7,000,000
2,800,000 2,800,000
7,800,000 e

25,100,000 17,300,000

18,300,000 18,300,000

697,731,000

70,000,000

689,931,000

70,000,000

767,731,000
(695,731,000)

(46,900,000)

(25,100,000)

759,931,000
(695,731,000)

(46,900,000)

(17,300,000)

2,557,317,000

-100, 000, 000
-351,132,000
-18,937,000

58,000,000

2,491,824,000

-100, 000,000
-409,132,000
-18,937,000

2,145,248,000
(1,808,970,000)
(141,833,000)
(184, 445,000)

120,000,000

-258,000

1,963,755,000
(1,654,246,000)
(131,624,000)
(177,885,000)

120,000,000

119,742,000

120,000,000

aclh amb

1,402,402,000

0,046,873,000)
(462,025,000)
(893,504,000)

10,860,808,000

(9,575,180,000)
(453,484,000)
(832,144,000)

2,856,000

191,269,000

2,856,000

191,269,000

5,317,000 5,317,000
183,678,000 177,000,000
8,561,000 7,780,000
197,556,000 190,097,000
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D. Program support
1. Office of minority economic impact........... 3,626,000 3,626,000
2. Policy analysis and system.studies........... 4,334,000 4,334,000
3 OO SUMBE L RTER L NS o vivuidbi o alim e, o/ el s siiale SEsiels 7.000 47,000
4, Public affairs,..... SRR e e e R R B B e 55,000 55,000
5. International pollcy studies ............. AT 1,255,000 1,255,000
JOtAL, Program SUDDONE v vy vvme® miv pwims o ees b v e a0 s b 9,317,000 9,317,000
Total, Administrative operations............. G R e 400,998,000 393,539,000
I11..  .Cost of work.for othars.. iv.ii iv i sadvesiesisea 3 61,626,000 61, 526 000
Subtotal, Departmental administration (gross)......... 462,624,000 455.155.000
Use of unobligated balances and other adjustments..... -47,927,000 -53,927,000
Goneral redUCEION v s Vaseien seles sareias Ve sie aea e S -214,000 —
Total, Departmental administration (gross)........... 3 414,483,000 401,238,000
Miscellaneous ravenUBS. ... ..ot rientoeronnnsnssas e -239, 209,000 -239,209,000
TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION (net).............. 175,274,000 162,029,000
(Operating expenses)....... T A R G (166,713,000) (154,243,000)
CCapttal-"BaUuIpREreE. Piin s s i miumn e am e e e (8,561,000) (7,780,000)

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
1,757,000 30,362,000

Office of Inspector General....... e e e

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS:

ALASKA POWER ADMINISTRATION
I. Operatien and maintenance
Operating expenses............ HOE T et SO & L 0 SO S X 4,010, 000 4,010,000
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION
1. Operation and maintenance
A PRt INCOXDGIIBERY « o x o o o% % s et 0 e foras tare fe, n 500 0iie, i mile 3,217,000 3,217,000
B. Purchase power and wheeling............... . 31,488,000 31,488,000
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance..........oovuuvun. 34,705,000 34,705,000
Use of prior year balantes......ivivisesssssssas a e Sa -4,963,000 -4,963, 000
TOTAL, SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.............. 29,742,000 29,742, 000

SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION
I. Operation and maintenance

A. Operating expenses.........coovevvuennnas P S— 21,563,000 21,563,000
B. Purchase power and wheeling........ T L Y 1,650,000 1,650,000
C. Construction........... I — B e R e 1,138,000 1,138,000
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance................... 34,351,000 34,351,000
Use of prior yvear baLlances..... ..vesieseesasssaanioss S -764,000 -764,000
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.............. 33,587,000 a3, 537 000
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION
1. Operation and maintenance
A. Construction and rehabilitation................. 121,695,000 121,695,000
B. System operation and maintenance................ 125,554,000 125,554,000
C. Purchase power and wheeling............00uun. ok 100,707,000 100,707,000
D. Utah mitigation and conservation................ 5,000,000 5,000,000

Subtotal, Operation and maintenance...............0vu.

352,956,000

352,956,000
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Use of prior year balances.......... R e —— -75,000,000
Transfer of permanent authority from DOL. o s i, (7.,168,000) (7,168,000)
TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION..... T e 352,956,000 277,956,000
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
Federal energy regulatory commission.........civvveuus 165,375,000 165,375,000
BERG r VOB E it il T0 e wae s e o s e bisae os ke e s e nss -165,375,000 -165,375,000
TOTAL, FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION........... — ——
NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL FUND
Nuclear waste disposal fund.......ocivivvevrnnnnsnnnns 260,000,000 260,000,000
L T o b e R i S -1,972,000 ———
TOTAL, NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL FUND.......vvvnvuns sarata 258,028,000 260,000,000
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TITLE IV
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

Amendment No. 44: Appropriates
$249,000,000 as proposed by the Senate instead
of $189,000,000 as proposed by the House.

The conferees agree that a total of
$50,000,000 is provided for Corridor L in West
Virginia: a total of $4,600,000 is provided for
corridor construction in Mississippi; a total
of $13,500,000 is provided for Corridors G, B,
Q, and F in Kentucky; and a total of
$38,700,000 is provided for corridor construc-
tion in Alabama.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Amendment No. 45: Appropriates $16,560,000
for the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board instead of $15,060,000 as proposed by
the House and $18,060,000 as proposed by the
Senate.

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Amendment No. 46; Appropriates
$140,473,000 as proposed by the Senate instead
of $138,973,000 as proposed by the House.

TITLE V
GENERAL PROVISIONS

Amendment No 47: Deletes language pro-
posed by the Senate urging the Secretary of
Energy to prepare a proposal to satisfy the
Bonneville Power Administration’s entire re-
payment obligation to the United States
Treasury.

The conferees agree that, utilizing funds
made avallable in this Act, the Secretary of
Energy is requested to submit to the Con-
gress by February 1, 1994, a legislative pro-
posal to satisfy the Bonneville Power Admin-
istration's entire repayment obligation to
the United States Treasury for appropriated
investment in the Federal Columbia River
Power System. The proposal should result in
maximum deficit reduction for the Federal
Government in fiscal year 1995 through fiscal
year 1989, and should not increase Bonneville
Power Administration rates beyond those
rates which would result under existing debt
repayment policy and practices.

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) au-
thority for the fiscal year 1994 recommended
by the committee of conference, with com-
parisons to the fiscal year 1993 amount, the
1994 budget estimates, and the House and
Senate bills for 1994 follow:

New budget (obligational)

authority, fiscal year
1993 . $22,240,643,000
Budget estimates of new
(obligational) authority
fiscal year 1994 .. “ 22,346,046,000
House bill, fiscal yea.r 1994 21,730,444,000
Senate bill, fiscal year 1994 22,192,617,000
Conference agreement, fis-
cal year 1994 .. 22,215,382,000
Conference a.g'reement
compared with:
New budget
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 1993 ...... — 25,261,000
Budget estimates of new
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 1994 ...... —130,664,000
House bill, fiscal year
1994 ....... +484,938,000
Senate bill fiscal year
ih O I +22,765,000
Tm: BEVILL.
Vic Fazio,

JIM CHAPMAN,
DOUGLAS “'PETE"
PETERSON,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

ED PASTOR,

CARRIE MEEK,

WILLIAM H. NATCHER,

JOHN T. MYERS,

DEAN A, GALLO,

HAROLD ROGERS,

JOSEPH M. MCDADE,
Managers on the Part of the House.

J. BENNETT JOHNSTON,

ROBERT C. BYRD,

FRITZ HOLLINGS,

JIM SASSER,

DENNIS DECONCINI,

HARRY REID,

BoB KERREY,

MARK O. HATFIELD,
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

Washington, DC, October 22, 1993.
Hon. THOMAS S. FOLEY,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, I
have the honor to transmit a sealed envelope
received from the White House on Thursday,
October 21, 1993 at 5:10 p.m. and said to con-
tain a message from the President wherein
he transmits the extension of the agreement
between the U.S.A. and Poland which con-
stitute a governing international fishery
agreement (GIFA) under the Magnuson Fish-
ery Conservation and Management Act of
1976.

With great respect, I am

Sincerely yours,
DONNALD K. ANDERSON,
Clerk, House of Representatives.

EXTENSION OF AGREEMENT BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND POLAND CONCERNING FISH-
ERIES OFF THE UNITED STATES
COASTS—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 103-154)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries and
ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the Magnuson
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-265; 16 U.S.C.
1801 et seq.), I transmit herewith an
Agreement between the Government of
the United States of America and the
Government of the Republic of Poland
Extending the Agreement of August 1,
1985, Concerning Fisheries off the
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Coasts of the United States. The agree-
ment, which was effected by an ex-
change of notes at Washington June 8
and July 29, 1993, extends the 1985
agreement for an additional 2 years,
from December 31, 1993, to December
31, 1995. The exchange of notes together
with the 1985 agreement constitute a
governing international fishery agree-
ment within the requirements of sec-
tion 201(c) of the Act.

I urge that the Congress give favor-
able consideration to this agreement at
an early date,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, October 21, 1993.

REFORM WEEK “NEXT WEEK"

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, the majority
leadership's promise that reform week
will be ‘‘next week’™ reminds me of a
roadside restaurant years ago in
Sanibel, FL. After a long and dusty
drive, my interest picked up when I
saw a sign out front that said ‘‘free
beer, tomorrow."” So I went back the
next day for a free beer—only to dis-
cover the sign was still there—in fact,
it stayed there for many years, always
promising free beer tomorrow, but
never delivering today. It is a great
marketing device, but it was limited
value. Eventually visitors catch on and
stop coming back. So the Democrat
leadership should be careful about
stringing along the American people,
who are thirsty for real reform in the
way Congress works. As long as reform
week is slated for next week, we will
never get there—but then again, maybe
that is exactly what the majority lead-
ership has in mind.

Now I understand the leadership has
declared next month will be reform
month. I wonder, when we come back,
if reform year is going to be next year.

—————
U.S. CAPITOL ANNIVERSARY

(Mr. MICA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to ask that each of us in Congress and
all Americans take a moment to re-
member the historical significance of
this weekend. It was 200 years ago on
September 18, 1793, that our first Presi-
dent, George Washington, came to
what was then called Jenkins Hill. He
came to lay the cornerstone to this
magnificent structure—our U.S. Cap-
itol.

Since that simple ceremony and most
likely through the ages, no other build-
ing on Earth has more greatly symbol-
ized mankind’'s quest for freedom and
democracy. No other structure in the
world is more easily recognized. And no
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other building in America better re-
flects the great history of our Nation.

As we debate the important issues of
our day we should not fail to recognize
the most significant deeds of our past.
While our Capitol Building was origi-
nally constructed with stone, brick,
and mortar, it has been reinforced by
the hopes, dreams, and wisdom of each
generation that has served within its
confines.

So, Mr. Speaker, as we replace the
Thomas Crawford Statue of Freedom
tomorrow to crown the beauty of her
magnificent dome, join with me to re-
member the labor and vision of those
who over the centuries created this in-
credible structure: the Capitol of the
United States of America.

0 1010

CALLING FOR A PROHIBITION ON
INTERNATIONAL KIDNAPING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. GONZALEZ] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to introduce legislation to prohibit the United
States from apprehending foreign criminal sus-
pects outside of U.S. property without consent
of the foreign government that is involved. My
concern stems from the kidnaping several
years ago of a Mexican citizen, in Mexico,
who was wanted by U.S. authorities for alleg-
edly murdering a United States Drug Enforce-
ment Administration agent. The United States
kidnaped Mexican doctor Humberto Alvarez
Machain and brought him to the United States.
He was held more than 2 years in Federal
prison while legal protests of the kidnaping
were pursued in U.S. courts. Unfortunately,
the United States Supreme Court ruled in
1992 that the abduction had not violated a
United States-Mexico extradition treaty be-
cause the practice was not expressly prohib-
ited by the treaty. Dr. Alvarez was subse-
quently acquitted and he has now filed a law-
suit against the United States for more than
$20 million in damages.

My concerns about the United States ac-
tions in this case are many, but not least
among them is my concern over the United
States breach of the sovereignty of another
country. We did this in Panama, when we in-
vaded and kidnaped their official leader, Gen.
Manuel Noriega, bringing him to trial, convic-
tion, and incarceration in the United States,
and of course we did this in Dr. Alvarez' case.

Especially when our country is looking to-
ward greater and closer ties with Mexico, and
indeed with nations all around the world, we
must reaffirm our commitment to obeying the
letter as well as the spirit of the law. Clearly,
when the United States signed a treaty with
Mexico on extradition, that treaty was con-
templated to address procedures for seizing
and moving suspects across the United
States-Mexico border. Can you imagine the
outrage in the United States if the Mexican
Government captured a United States citizen
living in, say, Washington, DC, and trans-
ported that person back to Mexico, held him in
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prison for several years, and eventually tried
him—all against the will of the United States
Government? Why, we would scream loud
and long, and | have no doubt that we would
retaliate. Mexico did not retaliate against us,
but you had better believe that the citizens of
Mexico, not to mention Mexican Government
officials, will never forget what we did. Now,
as NAFTA is being contemplated, what assur-
ance does the Mexican Government have that
the United States will keep its trade and fi-
nance promises?

We had better realize, as well, that other
nations carefully watched the unfolding of
events both in Panama and in Dr. Alvarez’
case. They must know that if we treat our
neighbor so cavalierly, we will likely treat oth-
ers equally, or worse.

In his dissent from the Supreme Court case
that upheld the Government's kidnaping of Dr.
Alvarez, Justice Stevens pointed out the log-
ical extension of the Court's opinion: “If the
United States * * * thought it more expedient
to torture or simply to execute a person rather
than to attempt extradition, these options
would be equally available because they, too,
were not explicitly prohibited by the Treaty.”
Thus, there is a clear need for corrective legis-
lation since the executive branch acted in this
unlawful manner and the judicial branch sanc-
tioned it. Congress must now recommit our
Nation to being the Nation of laws for which it
has always stood. Mr. Speaker, | urge my col-
leagues to join me in this effort.

CONGRESSIONALLY UNFUNDED
FEDERAL MANDATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GILLMOR] is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, I re-
cently introduced a constitutional
amendment to prevent the Congress
from enacting unfunded Federal man-
dates. There are three justifications for
it that I will outline: First, the Federal
Government has encroached beyond
the role the Constitution sets for it;
second, State governments have no re-
alistic way to combat this unwarranted
Federal encroachment; and third, costs
of unfunded mandates have interfered
with the delivery of essential services
by State and local governments. Let
me talk briefly about the first two
points and then give you some exam-
ples that show how this problem is se-
riously impairing our ability to rep-
resent the best interests of American
taxpayers and citizens.

It has somehow been all but forgot-
ten that originally the States volun-
tarily ceded power to form the Federal
Government. In the interest of invig-
orated growth of prosperity, of unified
and cooperative defense of borders, and
of a common association, the diverse
colonies formed a strong nation,

What has grown up out of our Con-
stitution is the most brilliant success
in the world’'s history—a Nation of
unequalled prosperity, an unflinching
sense of justice, uncompromising com-
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passion, and unparalleled strength. It
is diversity.

In ceding powers, the States bar-
gained to maintain their diversity from
one another, and preserve a substantial
degree of autonomy over affairs not
within the scope of the national gov-
ernment. In article I, section 8, they
gave Congress the power to ‘‘lay and
collect taxes,’” to ‘‘provide for the com-
mon Defence and general Welfare of
the United States,” to borrow and coin
money, to regulate international and
interstate commerce, to establish post
offices, to declare war and provide an
army and a navy, and to do a small as-
sortment of other things.

These are broad powers, but at the
same they are both limited and enu-
merated. They were never intended to
encompass a grant nearly all power.
Let me emphasize a degree of diversity
and autonomy were to be preserved. As
Chief Justice Marshall said:

No political dreamer was ever wild enough
to think of breaking down the lines which
separate the states, and of compounding the
American people into one common mass.

In fact, given the widespread sus-
picion of accumulated centralized
power, State powers were viewed as the
broader, because State retained all
powers not expressly granted to the
Federal Government. States were to
have whatever the Federal Government
could not have. Among other things,
this included the direct power to pro-
mote the general welfare, the police
power—so to speak—and power over
intrastate commerce. The will of the
States was to remain to a substantial
degree unencumbered by the national
will. Yet it has become encumbered
today to an alarming extent through
enactment of Federal mandates.

The Supreme Court afforded ample
room for the enumerated Federal pow-
ers to expand and adapt to the Nation's
progress. Today the Federal Govern-
ment can use the Federal commerce
power to regulate for health and safe-
ty, to control the waters, to protect
civil rights, and to fight street crime.
All well and good, one might say, but
as the realm of the Federal Govern-
ment has been aggrandized, the States
have been left without a clear expres-
sion of the limits to Federal power.

Until modern times, there have been
limits on the role of the National Gov-
ernment in our federalist system. Con-
gress long sought to avoid areas of tra-
ditional State regulation, not daring to
run afoul of perceived constitutional
limitations. But in the post-New Deal
era, most particularly in the post-
Great Society era, this self-restraint
has failed.

GROWTH OF FEDERAL MANDATES

A recent Insight magazine article
calculates 17 mandates from 1960 to
1985. Then from 1988 to 1992—just 4
years—the Federal Government added
88 mandates relating to toxics alone.
Already this year, no less than 130
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mandates have been proposed by a Con-
gress full of avowed reformers and
would-be reinventors of government.

With this backdrop, the Supreme
Court sought some relief for the States
in 1976. Combining through the goals
and purposes of the Constitution and
its expression of the vision of its Fram-
ers, the Supreme Court in National
League of Cities versus Usery found
grounds for a defined sanctuary of
State powers where Federal power
could not intrude. Justice Rehnquist
wrote that insofar as Congress’s enact-
ments ‘‘directly displace the States’
freedom to structure integral oper-
ations in areas of traditional [state]
governmental functions, they are not
within the authority granted Congress
by article 1, section 8, clause 3." The
Court found Congress could not impose
Federal minimum wage standards on
State employees because to do so
“would impair the States' ‘ability to
function effectively within a federal
system’'"” and destroy the states’ ‘‘sep-
arate and independent existence.” Im-
portantly, the court also cited the po-
tential threat to State funding for es-
sential services as one reason why
there should be a substantive limit to
the Federal commerce power. I will
talk more about funding in a few min-
utes.

The Court junked this ruling in 1985,
overruling it in Garcia versus San An-
tonia Metropolitan Transit Authority.
The Court cited considerable difficul-
ties in determining what were “inte-
gral” and ‘“traditional” State func-
tions. The Court said that

* * * the principle means chosen by the
Framers to ensure the role of the States in
the federal system lies in the structure of
the Federal Government itself.

That is, the Supreme Court has de-
cided that the States have not defined
inviolate sovereign area. Apparently
not even setting State budgets would
be safe from Congress were it to find a
commerce clause reason for overtaking
it.

The Court has expressed an unwork-
able vision of the relationship between
Congress and the States. It has left the
Federal Government with a virtually
unobstructed path to destroy the
States’ role in a federalist system. The
courts will not guard the States from
intrusion by Congress, and the States
have few defenses of their own to pre-
vent it.

In fact, nothing else exists in the
structure of Government to create po-
litical pressure against encroachment
by the Federal Government. Election
of Senators by the State legislators
may have been intended as a mecha-
nism for States to check Federal
power, but the 17th amendment re-
moved the senatorial elections from
State legislatures and gave it to the
people. There are checks and balances
between the Congress, the executive
branch and the judiciary, but no realis-
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tic checks upon the Federal Govern-
ment by the State governments.

It is essential to limit the Federal
Government by prohibiting unfunded
mandates. Mandates are pushing some
governments to the brink of collapse.
Mandates allow Federal legislators to
avoid the consequences of tough politi-
cal choices, because in great measure
they shift the tough political choices
to the States. Congress can enact pro-
grams that sound nice, but force State
or local politicians to raise taxes or cut
services to pay for them. Under our
federalist system as envisioned by the
Supreme Court and by the Congress it-
self, there is often little incentive for
the Congress to ensure that the pro-
grams are cost effective, that they are
sensible, or even that they work. Our
Constitution certainly never intended
this lack of accountability.

Let me expand upon this point about
costs to State and local governments,
because it is really the catalyst of my
legislation, and probably the most per-
suasive argument for Congress chang-
ing the way it does business. When
Congress imposes an unfunded mandate
on a State government, the State must
spend money to implement it. Un-
funded mandates force State legisla-
tures to cut services or raise taxes.
Often, the services being cut are essen-
tial ones, like fire, police, education or
medical. Furthermore, should condi-
tions change in the State, legislators
have a more difficult time making the
case for more cuts or more taxes, even
in the name of preserving essential
services, when taxpayers have already
been forced to sacrifice.

COSTS TO STATE OF OHIO

The State of Ohio recently became
the first State to conduct a comprehen-
sive review of unfunded mandates and
the cost of compliance. The findings
are beyond startling—they are stagger-
ing. This fiscal year, the State expects
to spend over $300 million for unfunded
Federal mandates, an increase of more
than 18 percent over the previous year.
By 1995, the costs will increase another
26 percent to over $389 million, just for
existing mandates. Add to this the cost
of mandates already enacted this year,
and you have a mandate avalanche pil-
ing up on State governments.

What Congress in effect says is ‘‘we
know how to spend your money better
than you do,” and ‘‘our priorities have
precedence over yours.” Both of these
statements are routinely proven false.
For example, Federal regulations could
require cities to keep atrazine levels in
drinking water below 3 parts per bil-
lion. Yet a human would have to drink
38 bathtubs of water per day with 3
parts per billion atrazine to equal the
dose found to be cancerous in rats. It
could cost the city of Columbus $80
million to build a water purification
plant to comply with this rule. For the
same amount of money required to pro-
tect our children from this phantom,
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the city could hire an extra 2300 teach-
ers at the average State salary.

Another interesting fact the city of
Columbus found: Federal environ-
mental mandates are costing every
resident of the city $856 per year.
Think about a family of four getting by
on $35,000 or $40,000 per year. $856 is an
awful lot of money to ask for on top of
taxes, but Congress just keeps asking
for more.

While the Federal Government was
mandating that Medicaid coverage be
extended for a full year to families
with too much employment income to
continue qualifying for Medicaid,
States like Ohio were forced to come
up with deep budget cuts to meet bal-
anced budget requirements. Medicaid
changes enacted by Congress several
years ago cost the State over $50 mil-
lion in 1992, This is more than the
State spent out of general revenue
funds on the entire Department of
Health. Since 1992 the State has had to
adopt general revenue fund cuts in its
line item for uninsured health care,
cystic fibrosis, nursing home training,
sickle cell disease control, encephalitis
control, screenings for infant hearing,
and the list continues. In a way, those
cuts were mandated by Congress.

1 was contacted last month by Chief
Ronald Rank of the Van Wert, Ohio
Fire Department. He was upset by a
Department of Transportation rule re-
quiring them to replace fiberglass air
tanks that firemen use when entering
smoke-filled areas. Not one of these
tanks is worn out, and to their knowl-
edge, there has never been a problem
with one of these tanks anywhere in
the country. Yet this local fire depart-
ment will be forced to spend $9500 to re-
place them. For this same amount of
money, the fire department could train
an extra 15 volunteers to help fight
fires. That would gquadruple the num-
ber of volunteers the department can
afford now, after budget cuts in each of
the last 3 years.

The Perkins Vocational and Applied
Technology Education Act requires
schools to design programs to assess
*'student progress,’”’ a requirement that
merely adds to the estimated 170 Fed-
eral reports already required every
year of local school districts. A good
school would already be assessing
progress anyway. With the estimated
$15 million Ohio will spend on this pa-
perwork over the next 4 years, the
State could reinstate most of its career
development program, which had to be
zeroed out this year because of budget
shortfalls. The State could also in-
crease funding for adult literacy by
more than 50 percent. Or the State
could hire another 110 vocational edu-
cation teachers at the average State
teacher salary. Even most Members of
Congress are not so mixed up to think
more paperwork is more beneficial to
our children than a good teacher.
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Examples like this are what gave me
the idea earlier this year for a Man-
date-O-Meter, a device by which to
judge how onerous a piece of legisla-
tion would be to State and local gov-
ernments.

MANDATE-O-METER

I hope to bring this out from time to
time to help my colleagues assess the
impact of mandate legislation being
considered here in the House. This is
the mandate-o-meter, and what it does
is test each bill for its impact on State
and local governments. It looks at the
cost to the States, then compares that
with what else could have been done
with the money, just like I've done
with some of the examples I just gave.

The first item I have chosen as a test
piece for the mandate-o-meter is the
motor voter legislation we passed ear-
lier this year. This is just the kind of
benign-sounding, but expensive and un-
necessary legislation that makes State
budget officers wince in disgust. While
Members of Congress passed congratu-
latory handshakes back and forth, the
State of Ohio has started scrambling to
figure out how to come up with the es-
timated $20 million per year it will cost
to implement this bill. That's a lot of
money for some new mandated govern-
ment forms and an expanded role for
the omnipresent Federal bureaucracy.
Let's see what the mandate-o-meter
says.

The $20 million could have been used
in Ohio for an extra 574 teachers, With
that money you could increase by near-
ly 65 percent the number of tutors and
small group instructors. You could
double the number of preschool special
education teachers. Or you could pay 40
percent of the budget for elementary
school counselors. The State could
have hired more than 400 extra high-
way patrolmen. That means the State
could have increased its number of pa-
trolmen by nearly 25 percent. It could
increase tenfold its drug traffic inter-
diction team. Think about how much
difference that could make in the war
on drugs. The State could also have of-
fered full 1-year scholarships to nearly
2000 students to attend Ohio State Uni-
versity.

Keep in mind that a State's adminis-
trative cost for mandates is often only
the tip of the iceberg of the overall
cost. Often the State's role is to over-
see what local governments are imple-
menting, and the cost of actually im-
plementing mandates can be far more
astronomical. For example, while Ohio
estimates its costs in 1993 at $308 mil-
lion for all unfunded mandates, nine
Ohio cities will spend an average of
$280 million per year for the next dec-
ade implementing just the environ-
mental mandates.

Note that so far I have avoided men-
tion of Federal requirements that are
merely conditions to the receipt of
Federal funding. There is a difference,
as far as constitutional law is con-
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cerned, and as far as my amendment is
concerned, between forcing the States
to act inefficiently, and merely induc-
ing them to act inefficiently by provid-
ing Federal funding. To illustrate the
point, let me briefly mention one of
these. The 1991 Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act included
a provision requiring States to use re-
cycled rubber from used tires in pave-
ments. Processing used tires for use in
rubber pavements costs up to $4 per
tire, while using tires for fuel would
cost $1 or less. The recycled rubber
often costs three times as much as con-
ventional asphalt, increasing the cost
of construction and thereby limiting
the amount of work which can be done.
This may be an inefficient requirement
for resources use, but nonetheless,
States are free not to participate in the
Federal highway program. I do not con-
done requirements that result in tax
dollars being spent inefficiently, yet
the Congress must be able to condition
the use of Federal funds on the
achievement of its legislative purposes.
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

The constitutional amendment I am
introducing would prohibit the Federal
Government from enacting require-
ments forcing the expenditure of State
or local funds. It reads:

The Congress shall not enact any provision
of law that has the effect of requiring any
State or local government to expend non-
Federal funds to comply with any Federal
law unless the Congress reimburses the State
or local government for the non-Federal
funds expended to comply with that Federal
law.

[This] shall not prohibit the Congress from
enacting a provision of law that permits a
State or local government to choose to ex-
pend non-Federal funds in order to receive
Federal funds.

A constitutional amendment is nec-
essary to resolve the problem of un-
funded Federal mandates because with-
out a constitutional requirement, Con-
gress can simply continue to pile up ex-
pensive programs on the backs of State
and local governments, If Congress
were to enact a statutory provision, it
could be waived any time Congress felt
the urge to spend someone else's
money instead of the mountains of
cash it already squeezes out of Federal
taxpayers.

I have cosponsored bills that would
make a statutory restriction on con-
gressional authority to pass unfunded
mandates. But the Constitution is a
more appropriate place for this type of
legislation, because what we are talk-
ing about here is an alteration to the
structure of Government. We are talk-
ing about reestablishing the balance
our Founding Fathers envisioned when
they ratified the Constitution. As I
mentioned earlier, the Supreme Court's
federalism formula leaves the power of
the National Government unchecked.

We want a nation of prosperity, with
good medical services for everyone,
clean water to drink, healthy food to
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eat, streets that are safe to walk at
night, a roof over everyone's head,
schools that teach our children to be
productive members of society, and a
strong military to protect us from for-
eign aggressors. We want a nation
without anguish, without injury and
disease, without poisons, weapons,
drugs and criminals.

We should have these things, but
some in Congress have never learned
enough about the history of our great
country to know that this National
Legislature is not the forum for resolv-
ing all of these issues. We have the
power, and we have the compassion,
yet too often we are unwilling to admit
that we do not have the focus to pro-
vide for the diverse problems arising
across this vast Nation.

The Federal Government has long
had its foot on the necks of the States,
and its hands rummaging through their
wallets, For lack of breath the States
were long unconscious. But I tell my
colleagues that the awakening has
come. On October 27, I will join my col-
leagues in the Congressional Mandates
Caucus for another special order here
on National Unfunded Mandates Day.
Governors, State legislators, mayors
and other officials across the country
will raise the call. Congress should be
listening.

As a final note, I would like to thank
the Ohio Governor's office, the Na-
tional Conference of State Legisla-
tures, the U.S. Conference of Mayors,
the Heritage Foundation, and the Con-
gressional Mandates Caucus for their
leadership and assistance on this issue.

I yield back the balance of my time.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GILLMOR) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. BATEMAN, for 60 minutes each
day, on October 26, 27, 28, and 29.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SKELTON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. SANDERS, for 60 minutes, on No-
vember 3.

Mr. GONZALEZ, for 5 minutes, today.

e ———

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GILLMOR) and to include
extraneous matter:)

Mr. BILIRAKIS.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SKELTON) and to include
extraneous matter:)
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Mr. RICHARDSON.

Mr. STOKES.

Ms. LAMBERT.

Mr. POSHARD.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey in two in-
stances.

Mr. OLVER.

Mr. DELAURO.

Mr. CONYERS.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GILLMOR) and to include
extraneous matter:)

Mr. MENENDEZ.

Mr. NATCHER.

Mr. CLEMENT.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o'clock and 40 minutes
a.m.) under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Tuesday, Octo-
ber 26, 1993, at 12 noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. STUDDS: Committee on Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries. H.R. 2811. A bill to au-
thorize certain atmospheric, weather, and
satellite programs and functions of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, and for other purposes, with amend-
ments (Rept. 103-248, Pt. 2). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. BEVILL: Committee of conference,
Conference report on H.R. 2445. A bill mak-
ing appropriations for energy and water de-
velopment for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1994, and for other purposes (Rept.
103-305). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. BROOKS: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 796. A bill to assure freedom of access to
clinic entrances; with amendments (Rept.
103-306). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

R —

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4
of rule XXII, public bills and resolu-
tions were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. CLAY (for himself, Mrs.
SCHROEDER, Mr. MCCLOSKEY, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Ms. NORTON, Miss COLLINS of
Michigan, Ms. BYRNE, Mr. WATT, Mr.
WYNN, Mr. LAUGHLIN, Mr. BISHOP, Mr.
BrOwWN of Ohio, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
YouNG of Alaska, Mrs. MORELLA, and
Mr. BOEHLERT):

H.R. 3345. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to eliminate certain restric-
tions on employee training; to provide tem-
porary authority to agencies relating to vol-
untary separation incentive payments; and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. GONZALEZ:

H.R. 3346. A bill to give effect to the norms
of international law forbidding the abduction
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of persons from foreign places in order to try
them for criminal offenses; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CONYERS:

H.R. 3347. A bill to reform the laws relating
to forfeitures; jointly, to the Committees on
Ways and Means, the Judiciary, and Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. MACHTLEY (for himself, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. REED,
Mr. PoMBO, Mrs. MALONEY, Mi. SCHU-
MER, Mr. KING, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. DEL-
LUMS, and Mr. LIPINSKI):

H.R. 3348. A bill authorizing the designa-
tion of Portugal, Ireland, and Greece under
the visa waiver program under certain condi-
tions; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OXLEY:

H.R. 3349. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint and issue coins in com-
memoration of the 25th anniversary of the
first lunar landing; to the Committee on
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs.

By Mr. GILMAN (for himself and Mr.
SPENCE):

H. Con. Res. 170. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the President pursuant to section
b(c) of the war powers resolution to remove
United States Armed Forces from Somalia
by January 31, 1994; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

——
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 116: Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming.

H.R. 306: Mr. LEVY.

H.R. 467: Ms. NORTON and Mrs. UNSOELD.

H.R. 509: Mr. POMBO.

H.R. 926: Mr. BALLENGER and Mr. BATEMAN,

H.R. 1191: Mr. LANCASTER.

H.R. 1408: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
BECERRA, and Mr. SERRANO.

H.R. 2088: Mr. ALLARD, Mr. CANADY, Mr.
DEAL, and Mrs. FOWLER.

H.R. 2394: Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. FAzZIO, Mrs.
JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mrs.
CLAYTON, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. GILCHREST,
Mrs. BENTLEY, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. PASTOR,
Mr. TORRES, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
MFUME, Mr. WYNN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. SHAYS,
Mr. MACHTLEY, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
LEewIs of Georgia, and Mr. RAVENEL.

H.R. 2395: Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. FAzI10o, Mrs.
JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mrs.
CLAYTON, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. GILCHREST,
Mrs. BENTLEY, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. PASTOR,
Mr. TORRES, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
MFUME, Mr. WYNN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. SHAYS,
Mr. MACHTLEY, Ms. BrRowN of Florida, Mr.
LEwIs of Georgia, and Mr. RAVENEL.

H.R. 2663: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. DEUTSCH.

H.R. 2831: Mr. PORTER.

H.R. 2933: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WASHINGTON,
Mr. BisHOP, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. PAYNE of
New Jersey, and Mr. NADLER.

H.R. 3030: Mr. MCHUGH.

H.R. 3080: Mr. FIELDS of Texas and Ms.
DUNN.

H.R. 3183: Mr. FAWELL, Mr. McHUGH, and
Mr. ROHRABACHER.

H.R. 3321: Mr. TORKILDSEN.

H.J. Res. 129: Mr. LANCASTER.

H.J. Res. 131: Mr. RusH, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
APPLEGATE, and Mr. SWETT.

H.J. Res. 197: Mr. BATEMAN, Mr. BOUCHER,
Mr. BREWSTER, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. DARDEN, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. FIELDS, of Texas, Mr.
PETE GEREN of Texas, Mr. HILLIARD, Mr.
LANCASTER, Mr. NATCHER, Mr. NEAL of Mas-
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sachusetts, Mr. PAYNE of Virginia, Mr.
PAYNE of New Jersey, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
S1sisKY, Mr. SPRATT, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr.
TUCKER, Mrs. UNSOELD, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
WoLF, and Ms. MARGOLIES-MEZVINSKY.

H.J. Res. 268: Mr. PETE GEREN of Texas,
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. EDWARDS of California,
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ForD of Tennessee,
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana, Mr. JOHNSTON of
Florida, Mr. PAYNE of Virginia, Mrs. LOWEY,
Mr. QUILLEN, Mr. HOAGLAND, Mr. KLUG, Mr.
NADLER, Ms., DELAURO, Mr. RAVENEL, Ms.
MCKINNEY, Mr, SHARP, Mr. WATT, Mr.
INSLEE, Ms. SNOWE, and Mr. BRYANT.

H.J. Res. 272: Ms. NORTON, Mr. FisH, Mr.
FROST, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. MONTGOMERY,
Mrs. UNSOELD, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. SKEEN,
Mr. FAzio, Mr. SCHAEFER, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
BATEMAN, Mr. MOORHEAD, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. NEAL of Mas-
sachusetts, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr.
MINETA, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
TUCKER, Mr. CASTLE, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. ROWLAND, Mr.
LEACH, Mr. LIGHTFOOT, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
MCcCCRERY, Mr. SoLoMON, Mr. BLUTE, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. MOAKLEY, Mr.
WyYNN, Mr. LEVY, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr.
FRANKS of New Jersey, Mr. COPPERSMITH, Mr.
SARPALIUS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. ROTH, Mr. KING,
Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. GRAMS, Mr. BACHUS of
Alabama, Mr. FOGLIETTA, and Mr. MCNULTY.

H.J. Res. 278: Mr. BLILEY, and Mr. KILDEE.

H. Con. Res. 91: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. GLICK-
MAN, Mr. TORRICELLI, and Mr, DEAL.

H. Con, Res. 166: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and
Mr. GILMAN,

H. Res. 39: Ms. PELOSI, and Mrs. MINK.

DISCHARGE PETITIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXVII, the fol-
lowing discharge petition was filed:

Petition 9, October 19, 1993, by Mr.
WELDON on House Resolution 227 has been
signed by the following Members: Curt
Weldon, Dan Burton, Jim Saxton, Dean A.
Gallo, J. Dennis Hastert, Joel Hefley, Craig
Thomas, Dana Rohrabacher, Thomas J. Bli-
ley, Jr., John L. Mica, Howard Coble, Thom-
as J. Ridge, Bob Stump, Helen Deilich Bent-
ley, Barbara F. Vucanovich, Cliff Stearns,
Bill Emerson, Jim Ramstad, Stephen E.
Buyer, Roscoe G. Bartlett, Tillie K. Fowler,
Michael Bilirakis, Jim Bunning, Peter G.
Torkildsen, James M. Inhofe, Philip M.
Crane, Christopher Shays, F. James Sensen-
brenner, Jr., and Robert K. Dornan.

DISCHARGE PETITIONS—
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS

The following Members added their
names to the following discharge peti-
tions:

Petition 1 by Mr. SOLOMON on H.R. 493:
Joe Kollenberg and Howard Coble.

Petition 4 by Mr. HOEKSTRA on House
Joint Resolution 9: Howard Coble and Philip
M. Crane.

Petition 5 by Mr. STEARNS on House Res-
olution 156: Christopher Shays, Jim Saxton,
Dean A. Gallo, and Philip M. Crane.

Petition 6 by Mr. SENSENBRENNER on
H.R. 1025: George J. Hochbrueckner, Con-
stance A. Morella, Peter G. Torkildsen, and
Stephen Horn.
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